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Siz Huau Carrns, on Tuesday evening last, presented 
to the House of Commons the petition of 150 Irish at- 
torneys and solicitors in favour of the total abolition of 
the annual certificate duty. The petition was forwarded 
to the Solicitors’ Journal, and the majority of the names 
of those who signed it have already appeared in these 
columns. Owing to an oversight we are unable to give 
the names of about thirty Irish solicitors who also signed 
the petition. 

A second petition, from a number of Irish solicitors, 
has also been forwarded to us, and will be presented 
forthwith by Sir Hugh Cairns. It has received the fol- 
lowing signatures :— 
George Arbuckle 
Pierce Power. 

C, Fitz Gerald ......... wossesene 
J. P. Bryne 

Peter Lambert 

Henry Watson 

John W. Watson 

Peter Byrne 

W. Dunn 

Barry Collins........ SEA EA ABLE 
Falkiner & Hone 

F. L. Estrange 

J. Kildahl, MLA. .........06 tee 
E. Mathews 

J. F. Windle 





30, Bachelor’s-walk. 

63, Blessington-street. 

28, Stafford-street. 

4, Lower Ormond Quay. 
4, Lower Ormond Quay. 
4, St. Andrew’s-street. 

4, St. Andrew’s-street. 
52, Dame-street. 

3, Molesworth-street. 

84, Lower Ormond Quay. 
9, Suffolk-street. 

3, Harrington-street. 

9, Hardwicke-street. 

49, North Great George-st. 
41, Grafton-street. 

Power & Stapleton College Green. 

H, Devlin 6, Suffolk-street. 


We have placed the English petition in the hands of 
Mr. Malins, who will present it without delay. The 
following additional signatures have been attached to 
this petition. 

John Bamford Ashbourne, Derbyshire. 

William L. Bell...... divieioss ++ 8, Great James-street, Bed- 

: ford-row. 

17, Salisbury-square. 

Chester. 

17, Great James-street, Bed- 
ford- row. 

90, Fetter-lane, Holborn. 

Great Marlow, Bucks. 

38, Bedford-row. 

Gloucester-pl., Kentish-town. 

50, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

8, Bedford-row. 

28, Argyll-st., Regent-street. 

Cardiff. 

Temple-chambers, Fleet -st. 

Liverpool. 

14, Upper King-street, Russell 
square. 

44, Mark-lane. 

14, East India-chambers, 

Leadenhall-street. 

Bath. 


Alfred Peachy 
John H. Jones 
Alfred Stanford 


J. Bolton 

Ralph Spicer 

Charles F. Tagart 

Silas Busby ..sccccoscssesesseeee 
Edward Waddilove 

William Shaen, M.A. ......... 
Samuel Barber 
John Ingledew 
H. M. Yetts 
Robert Inman 
George Serrell . 


James E. Shearman 
George J. Humphreys 


Bartlett Little 
Frederick Bartlett Little Bath. 
William E. Duncan 80, Basinghall-street, E.C. 
We have to congratulate the profession upon the 
successf*'* inauguration of the movement for the 
abolition Sf the annual poll-tax. Parliament has not 
been allowed to go through its session without being 
made acquainted with the grievance, and if the matter 
is only well followed up in the ensuing session, there is 
every reason to expect success. It will not be obtained, 
however, without united exertions on the part, not only 
of a large number of individual members of the pro- 
fession, but also of its constituted governing bodies in 
the United Kingdom. We therefore hope that the In- 
corporated Law Society may be induced to give its 
powerful aid in urging the measure upon Parliament 
next session. 





Tue crecuits remain in statu quo, the Government, it 
appears, not having yet determined finally upon the re- 
distribution that is to be made. Meanwhite, Mr. F. 
Lawrence, a gentleman of some experience at the Com- 
mon Law Bar, po that the assizes shall be more 
frequently held in large and convenient towns, to be 
selected with due re to the altered circumstances of 
the country, and their position in regard to railway lo- 
comotion. A paper which he has recently read upon 
this subject before the Juridical Society will be found 
at length elsewhere in our columns. 


Tue ProposED Paxace or Justice has still a chance of 
existence if we may judge from the notices which @ 
from time to time in the Parliamentary orders of the 
day. We believe that, as far as the Government are con- 
cerned, they are wholly in favour of the site selected 
by the Royal Commissioners, which is bounded by Bell- 
yard on the east, and stretching away towards Pickett- 
street on the west. 


Tue Irish Incorroratep Law Society has raised 
the question whether Mr. Hamell, the solicitor for the 
customs, appointed under the provisions of an Act of 
Parliament, 16 & 17 Vict. c. 107, and baying an office 
at the Custom House in Dublin, but being an “ English” 
attorney and solicitor, is entitled to practise as an attor- 
ney and solicitor in the Irish courts. The case is ap- 
pointed to be shortly argued before the Irish Court of 
Queen’s Bench. 


Ar Tae Pusric Examination of the Students of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s Inn Hall, on the 19th, 
20th, and 2lst ult., the Council of Legal Education 
awarded to Mr. John Monrve, student of the Inner 
Temple, a studentship of fifty guineas per annum, to 
continue for a period of three years; to Mr. Frederick 
Albert Bosanquet, student of the Inner Temple, and 
Mr. William Charles Druce, student of Lincoln’s-inn, 
certificates of honour of the first class; and to Mr. 
William Baillie Skene, student of Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. 
William De Burgh, student of the Inner Temple, Mr. 
William Henry Weldon, student of Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. 
John H. Kennaway, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. Duncan Darroch, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. Robert A. Bayford, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. Henry Stewart Reid, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. Maurice Powell, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. W. F. Phillpotts, student of the Middle Tem 
Mr. James Molloy, student of the Middle aye r. 
Walter C. Renshaw, student of Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. Mon- 
tagu W. Lowry Corry, student of Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. 
Henry Crompton, student of the Inner Temple, Mr. 
George Macfarlan, student of the Inner Temple, Mr. 
Francis Egerton Prothero, student of the Inner Temple, 
Mr. Henry S. Syers, student of the Inner —— and 
Mr. John Gregory Watkins, student of Li ’s-inn, 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a public 
examination. 

Tur Law Amenpment Socrery will meet on Monday 
next, June 8th, at eight o’clock, when a paper will be read 
by Dr. Waddilove on the “Sale of Benefices in con- 
nection with the ‘ Augmentation of Benefices Bill’ now 
before Parliament,” and another paper by Mr, J. B. 
Phear on “ Costs in Suits in the Superior eget 





THE LAWYERS’ HOTEL. 

Tue case or Ex parte Rupourn, IN RE THE INNS OF 
Court Hore Company, which was before the Court of 
Queen’s Bench on Monday last, is a complete justification 
of our recent observations upon the scheme for establish- 
ing what the promoters call “ The Lawyers’ Hotel.” It 
now appears to be beyond all doubt that, at the time 
when the company was advertising the most favourable 
announcements concerning the success of the scheme and 
the state of its share-list, the number of share- 
holders was in truth but small, and one of this 
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small number, a Mr. Rudolph, who held 500 shares 
(about one-tenth of the subscribed capital), was ex- 
cessively anxious to diminish his liability by getting rid 
of 400 of them, in which he has been prevented by what 
appears to be somewhat clever management on the part of 
the directors. According to the prospectus, a deposit of 
ten shillin = share was to be paid on application. 
Whether Mr. Rudolph made this first payment does not 
appear from the report of his ease in the newspapers ; 
but no question was raised about the deposit. Mr. 
Rudolph, however, was anxious to diminish his liability, 
and accordingly applied to the directors for leave to 
transfer 400 of the shares which had been allotted to 
him, and to register the transfer. He was met with a re- 
fusal — the ground that the directors need not 
allow the transfer until he had paid on the shares 
which he held a further sum of ten shillings per share, 
which was payable on allotment. Mr. Rudolph, there- 
fore, made this further payment, in the hope of extrica- 
ting himself, and again applied for the registration of 
the transfer, whereupon he was told that the directors 
had “ just resolved upon another call of £1 per share, 
and that he could not transfer his shares until this new 
call was paid.” Mr. Rudolph naturally shrank from 
incurring so heavy a loss—for he could hardly regard the 
payment in any other light—and therefore moved for a 
rule to compel the company to register the transfer. 
The rule was granted, although the Court entertained 
a doubt whether the resolution to make a call might not 
itself be regarded as a call, within the meaning of the 
Companies Act, 1862. From the meagre report of the 
case which has been published, it does not appear that 
the attention of the Court was called to the statement 
on the face of the prospectus that calls were to be made 
at “intervals of not less than two months ;” but this 
would seem to be an important point in his favour. It 
was recently stated by a contemporary who ought to be 
well-informed on the subject, that the 27th of May was 
the day appointed “from the beginning” for closing the 
share-list—in other words, for making the allotment. It 
seems to be doubtful, therefore, whether the direc- 
tors could enforce a call before the lapse of two months 
from that date, and this will probably be one of the points 
urged on behalf of the unwilling shareholder, when the 
rule comes on for argument. Weare not now, however, 
considering the question raised in its legal bearings, but 
rather as illustrating the disrepute and annoyance 
which accrue to lawyers from being thrust into associa- 
tion with such schemes as the one in question. As- 
suming Mr. Rudolph to have had no connection with 
its promoters, and to be a bond fide holder of the shares, 
it is very natural that he should feel greatly aggrieved 
y the position in which he now finds himself placed. 

e reads in the leading columns of a journal which 
claims to speak on behalf of some portion, at least, of the 
legal profession, that this hotel is “not the least in 
value or in interest of the institutions which the lawyers 
have procured for themselves;” one “that will unite 
with the magnificence of a palace the luxuries of a club 
and the comforts of a home.” He is told that the law- 
yers of England have set their heart on it—that the 
thing is done, or as good as done, un fait accompli. 
Week after week leading articles in the same publication 
inform him that the directors are in no want of capital, 
that their only anxiety is how to distribute the hives 
fairly and widely amid the rush of applicants, and 
that their endeavour is to secure one single share in 
the hands of every country attorney. With this view 
the directors are willing to accept deposits in “ postage 
stamps.” Although “large amounts are applied for” 
the “ applicants for single shares” are to be “ first pre- 
ferred.” Mr. Rudolph may naturally have been much 
surprised at discovering, after several months’ re- 
petition of assurances of vast professional support, 
and of entire commercial success, that only about 
one-half of the nominal capital had been subscribed, 
and that the company’s organ was throwing out feelers 








about borrowing money six weeks before the day named 
for closing the share-list, although at that time the 
whole amount of money and postage stamps received by 
the company for deposits could hardly have exceeded 
£2,500, of which a great part must have been expended 
in the advertising and other expensive preliminary ap- 
pliances of the company. Indeed, after the statements 
made on behalf of the company by a legal publication 
so intimately connected with it, Mr. Rudolph had good 
reason to be surprised at osmen Pugs: his application for 
500 shares was entirely successful. It is no uncommon 
occurrence to have a for shares very far 
beyond the extent to which the applicants hope to ob- 
tain them; but that is the rule only where there is sup- 
to be such a rush for shares as was said to exist in 
the Lawyers’ Hotel Company. Mr. Rudolph succeeded 
no doubt beyond his expectations, and for some time 
probably hel ee Oh many shares as had been taken 
up by the whole body of directors and other share- 
holders put together. ‘More than one-half of the 
capital has been subscribed,” is the largest definite figure 
that the Zaw Times has ever yet suggested. As- 
suming this to mean that 5,000 shares had been al- 
lotted or oy for, even this would leave poor 
Mr. Rudolph the holder—very unwillingly, as it now 
appears—of one-tenth of the company’s issued shares. 
It is very natural that he should shrink from so heavy 
a responsibility, and feel disappointment at the actual 
state of things when contrasted with the representations 
which week after week were made oy a journal 
rofessing to be authorised to speak oa half of the 
egal profession, and especially of the country lawyers. 
Mr. Rudolph is probably not the only person in the 
same unpleasant position, and it is not impossible that 
even some of the country lawyers themselves may have 
been induced to put their money into this metropolitan 
adventure. 

Perhaps we should take to ourselves some blame for 
not sooner repudiating this scheme, on behalf of that 
branch of the profession with whose interests we are 
more immediately identified. But we deemed such a 
course unnecessary ; and for the great body of the at- 
torneys and solicitors of England, no doubt it was so. 
We can hardly believe that many lawyers have become 
shareholders in the concern. Yet it is equally to be re- 
gretted if other persons have taken shares on the faith 
of representations professing to be made with their au- 
thority ; and we again protest against the systematic 
attempts which are made from time to time to identify 
the attorneys and solicitors of England with such specu- 
lations. Asaclass they are the advisers of the com- 
munity in their most important affairs, and it is very 
undesirable that they should be so often dragged 
into association with projects which are alien alike to 
their feelings and interests. It is for this reason that 
we repeat our protest against the use which has been 
made of their name and authority in the promotion 
of the Inns of Court Hotel Company, and now again in 
promoting ancther company for establishing what is 
called a » Fas and Land Bank, the professed object of 
which is to establish something like a system of land de- 
bentures, which, if successful, would be highly preju- 
dicial to the lawyers themselves, by transferring the 
conveyancing business of their clients to the brokers 
and jobbers of the Stock Exchange, in connexion with 
the projected company. The attorneys and solicitors 
of England have already, in effect, by their silence, re- 
pudiated these schemes. To prevent any misconcep- 
tion, however, on the part of the public, we now do so, 
on their behalf, in language that can admit of no mis- 
take, 





LAW REPORTING PROJECTS. 

Mr. Daniel, Q.C., a few week ago printed, for private 
circulation among members of the Bar, some “ Remarks 
on, and Suggestions for an alteration of, the Present 
System of Law Reporting.” Although this brochure 
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ve rise to considerable discussion on the questions which 
it raised, and the project of its learned author soon ob- 
tained ventilation beyond the circle of those who were 
more immediately addressed, we considered that common 
courtesy, if not fair play, required vs to abstain from 
commenting upon a tract which upon the face of it 
disclaimed publication. We are now absolved from 
any restraint of this kind, as Mr. Daniel himself 
has done us the favour to send us a copy, with per- 
mission to make such use of it as we think proper. The 
rincipal question raised is one of comparatively little 
interest to solicitors—at least, if we understand aright 
the proposal which is now made. But few of them, as a 
rule, think it necessary to take in what are called the 
authorised reports, and it is almost a matter of indiffer- 
ence to them whether or not the particular series which 
they patronise is allowed to be cited-as an authority 
before the judges. All that they want, and what they 
must have, is a sufficiently speedy and accurate note of 
all the decided cases of any importance—especially 
those of a practical character—with now and then a 
more comprehensive and complete report of leadin 
cases; and this they have already got in the Weekly 
Reporter. The Bar not less than solicitors, require 
a series of this kind; but Mr. Daniel insists that 
they require something more, and that the present 
system of authorised reports does not meet the want. 
We have no fear whatever of the result of a full and 
fair discussion of the matters which form the subject of 
Mr. Daniel's essay, and as the best proof that such is 
our feeling we shall let the learned author speak for 
himself in his own language, leaving it to the chance of 
such discussion as it may receive from our readers rather 
than permit ourselves to pronounce upon a project which 
may be supposed to be hostile to our own interests. 

The present system of law reporting (says Mr. Daniel) is 
the subject of very general and well-founded complaint on the 
part as well of the judges as of all classes of practitioners. The 
evils complained of are various; but the following may be re- 
garded as the chief:— 

1. Confusion and uncertainty in the law producing perplexity 
in the administration of justice; this arises sometimes from the 
practice of indiscriminately reporting cases without reference to 
the importance or character of the decisi times from 
the reports containing an inaccurate or imperfect statement of 
the facts on which the decisions are founded. 

2. The difficulty of digesting the enormous mass of constantly 
accumulating materials and distinguishing the good from the 
bad, 

3. The expense to the practitioner arising from the necessity 
of possessing himself of the several series of cotemporaneous 
reports in that branch of the profession in which he practises. 

All these evils, it is obvious, are attributable to one cause :— 
The multiplication of cotemporaneous reports. This multi- 
plication has arisen from applying the principle of competition 
to correct the evils of prolixity, delay, and expense incident to 
the system of authorized reporting. The evils of prolixity and 
delay have, to a great extent, been cured; but the evil of ex- 
pense has been aggravated, and new evils created—namely, con- 

‘fusion and uncertainty in the law producing perplexity in the 
administration of justice. 

Everybody is calling out for a remedy. Some say, before 
‘anything is done let there be inquiry, and to that end pray 
‘the Lord Chancellor to. issue a royal commission. To these 
I respectfully answer, the evil is felt and admitted, and 
the cause is patent. ‘The stage of inquiry is passed. .What is 
wanted is a remedy, and experience proclaims that a royal 
commission can only report the evil, and suggest, but not pro- 
vide, the remedy. Others say, the decisions of the judges are 
the expositions of the law ex non scripto, and it is 
as much the duty of the State to promulgate to the 
public this branch of the law as it is its’ duty to pro- 
‘mulgate the lex ex scripto—to publish the statutes; 
and therefore, say they, let Government be applied to 
for a grant to start the publication and guarantee 1t against 
loss, ‘To these, I with equal respect answer—Government as- 
sistance would imply Government control; and this would in- 
volve the evils of an assumption of patronage and an attempt 





at Ee thus bringing round again the evils of a monopoly, 
‘to 


again corrected by the equivalent evils of uncontrolled 





competition. I venture to suggest that without either a royal 
commission or a Government grant it is within the power of 
the Bar to supply an adequate remedy. 

I recognize and base my suggestions upon a kp 
that the proper preparation and publication of those j 
cisions, which are expositions of the law ex non scripto, isa Te] 
duty, and that the public have a right to expect that it will 
be discharged by a recognized body in the state qualified for 
the purpose.. The qualifications of such a body should be— 
independence of the Government, co-operation with, bat not 
ool ipecre hs upon the Judicature, adequate knowledge of the law 
and experience in the practice of the courts, combined with spe- 
cial skill and experience in the art of reporting. These several 
qualifications are possessed in the highest degree by the Bar, 
by no other body of men—and the Bar form a recognised 
in the state—why should they not combine and undertake 
duty? My proposal is that they should; and for that 
suggest that the members of the Bar now engaged in 
or such of them as should think proper, together any 
other members of the Bar who may offer acceptable services or 
co-operation, should form themselves into a body of Asso- 
ciated Reporters, and, by means of a proper system of division 
of labour and editorial superintendence, undertake the prepa- 
ration and publication in weekly numbers, at a moderate charge, 
of the decisions of all the superior Courts of Law and Equity, 
including the Probate and Divorce Courts, the A 
Court, and the House of Lords, and Privy Council. 

If this were well done, my expectation is that, the pro- 
fession and the public would thankfully accept the publication 
as a sufficient record of all the decisions in courts of justice 
which they desire to possess, and that the demand on the part 
of the public for cotemporaneous publications of the same de- 
cisions would greatly diminish, and in time cease. The de- 
mand for the one publication would then be increased to an ex- 
tent much beyond that which is enjoyed by any of the existing 
publications; and thus far the advantages of a 
would be secured without its evils. The reporting 
suffices for newspapers would of course not be interfered with. 

If the public and profession were thus satisfied by an early, 
efficient, and cheap publication of all the reports, the judges 
would, I think, soon find that, on the ground of public benefit, 
it would be expedient and desirable not to allow any other re- 
ports to be cited as authority before them; and thus the advan- 
tages of a system of authorized reports would be secured with- 
out its evils. The entire success of the plan rests, it will be 
seen, upon the sustained combination of expedition, efficiency, 
and cheapness. 

Haring given the learned author of this project the 
benefit of our columns, we shall be quite willing to Fire 
equal publicity to the comments and o of our 
intelligent readers, merely remarking for ourselves that 
any new association of law reporters will probably find 
it much more difficult than they may imagine before- 
hand to equal, or even to rival, the Weekly in 
either the yon number, or quality of its reports. Both 
the Law Journal and .Weekly Reporter are edited in 
each of the great departments of law by barristers of 
sufficient position ; so that in addition to the presump- 
tion arising from the fact of all the reporters - 
risters, each of these publications thus affords as good a 

uarantee for accuracy and reliableness as could possibly 

given in the scheme now proposed, while it could not 

be expected for a moment that the re any 

official series would produce the number of reports that 
are now given to the profession in our weekly issue. 
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ROUPELL, 11 W. BR. 579. 
(Concluded from p. 565). 

We = on to another point arising from the recent 
case. It has been already mentioned that a bill to per- 
petuate testimony will lie by an-owner who is in actual 
possession of property, and is threatened with disturb- 
ance by another who pretends a right, but delays to 
make good his pretences by an action. This position is 
established by the case of the Duke of Dorset v. 
Girdler, Prec. Chy. 531 (1720), 3 Melm. MSS. 178. 
The point submitted for our consideration is whether a 
qualified as well as an absolute owner who is in 
sion of property, and who is threatened with 


THE PERPETUATION OF TESTIMONY .—ELLICE v. 
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ance, can avail himself of such a bill. The Master of the 
Rolls seemed to consider upon the argument of the plea 
in Ellice v. Roupell, that the plaintiffs, who were mort- 
gagees in possession, had their opportunities of testing 
the validity of their security by a suit for foreclosure 
or sale, and that this being so, they could not seek the 
aid of the Court in a suit to perpetuate testimony as to 
the validity of their muniments of title; amd he added 
that he was disposed to think, although there was no 
authority for it, that such a bill, if filed, would be open 
tod plea that the subject-matter was one.which might 
by the plaintiffs be made the subject of judicial investi- 
gation, or that possibly a successful demurrer might be 
putin. Is it the fact, however, that by means of a suit 
for foreclosure or sale, a mortg in possession can in 
all cases test the validity of his securities? He can 
doubtless do so if the person entitled to the equity of 
redemption, who would be the proper party as defendant 
to the suit for foreclosure or sale, is also the person bene- 
ficially interested in case the validity of the instrument 
is successfully impeached. But if, as constantly would 
happen, the person claiming against the alleged 
invalid instrument, at the time when the mortgagee’s 
suit is instituted, is different from himin whom, assuming 
the deed to be valid, the equity of redemption is vested, 
such a suit for foreclosure or sale would not raise the 
question ; the defendant, on this hypothesis, being inte- 
rested equally with the plaintiff in keeping back any 
question as to the validity of the document, which is a 
root of title common to them both. 

The plaintiff's difficulty in such a case would begin 
with the decree, because in the event of the defendant 
submitting to be foreclosed the decree would be no de- 
fence against the persons claiming under the party who 
executed the alleged invalid instrument; and in the 
event of a sale being directed the doubt cast upon the 
title would effectually prevent any bidding for the pro- 
perty. We think, therefore, that the observatione of the 
Master of the Rolls, that the rule of the court which 
permitted the owner in possession of property to file a 
bill to perpetuate testimony upon a threat of disturb- 
ance, did not apply to the case of a mortgagee in pos- 
session, cannot be accepted as a general proposition, but 
ought to be confined to those cases where the persons 
who threaten to disturb the mortgagees in their posses- 
sion are themselves also the persons entitled to the 
equity of redemption, assuming the impeached instru- 
ment to be valid. The issue as to the validity of the 
document would then be raised between the parties, 
which otherwise both would be interested in concealing. 

One further remark. It was stated in the course of 
the argument in the recent case above mentioned, that 
office copies of the depositions of the witnesses given 
under the commission had been handed out to the par- 
ties by the officers of the court. The Master of the 
Rolls expressed his disapprobation of this practice. It 
is quite certain that under the old practice in suits to 
examine witnesses in perpetuam rei memoriam, the 
depositions were sealed up and were not opened and 
published (except under a special order) until after the 
death of the witnesses. The practice was already estab- 
lished in the time of Lord Egerton, who regretted it in 
consequence of the inconvenience that, if the facts 
stated by the witness were false, they could not be 
established against him by any species of prosecution 
(Morison vy. Arnold, 19 Ves. 672). The only cases in 
which the Court has permitted publication to pass during 
the lifetime of the witness are where the witness was 
sick, incapable of travelling, or prevented by accident, 
from attending at the trial. If the witness is alive, and 
able to attend, he must give his evidence anew. The 
modern practice of hietting out office copies of the 
depositions without a special order for their publication, 
if permitted to continue, might, however, have the effect 
of creating some uncertainty as to whether the same 
might be used by the adverse party for the purpose of 
contradicting the witness on cross-examinatiop, in the 





event of his being called at the trial, and giving evi- 
dence different from the statements made by him upon 
oath on the examination in the suit to tuate testi- 
mony. The present state of the law on the subject of 
contradicting a witness by previous inconsistent state- 
ments is regulated by the 24th section of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, which  npioncy that a 
witness in any court of judicature may be cross-examined 
as to previous statements made by him in writing, or 
reduced into writing, relative to the subject-matter of 
the case, without such writing a been shown to 
him; bnt if it is intended to contradict him by such 
writing, his attention must be called to those parts of 
the writing which are to be used for the purpose of so 
contradicting him, provided that the judge may, at any 
time during the trial, require the production of the 
writing for his inspection, and may make use of it for 
the purposes of the trial as he shall think fit. It fol- 
lows from this that no witness can be discredited by 
shewing that he has told a different story in some affi- 


davit, deposition, or answer, unless such writing is 
capable of being produced, if required, for the inspection 
of the judge. ens question appears to have been 


raised whether the production of an office copy of the 
writing is within the meaning of the proviso, or whether 
the original must not be produced for the inspection of 
the judge ; but it is clear that if the original could not, 
by reason of the regulations of the Court of Chancery, 
be produced so long as the witness could attend at the 
trial the production of an office copy would be insuffi- 
cient. So long, then, as the Court of Chancery adheres 
to the established rule that depositions taken in suits 
for the examination of witnesses in perpetuam rei 
memoriam ought not to be opened and published, | 
unless the witness is prevented by death, infirmity, or 
accident from being present at the trial, the conditions 
imposed by the above section upon the cross-examining 
party as to the production of the writing for the inspec- 
tion of the judge cannot be fulfilled, and the witness 
cannot be discredited by means of a cross-examination 
as to statements made by him in the examination under 
the commission. In truth we think that the rule is 
absolute, and must be taken with all its consequences, 
that if a witness can appear in person to give evidence 
at the trial, any testimony given by him previously 
under a commission issued in chancery 1n @ suit to per- 
petuate testimony, is to be treated a8 @ nullity, and can- 
not be used for any purpose. In order, however, to 
prevent any doubt upon this point, we think that the 
officers of the Court should be prohibited from handing 
out office copies of the depositions. 








EQUITY. 


MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT — SUCCESSION DUTY.—The 
17th section of the Succession Duty Act (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
51), applies to contracts made in consideration of marriage. 

So, where by an ante-nuptial settlement an annuity was 
created in favour of the intended wife, to become payable 
after the death of her husband out of the family estates as 
a jointure in lieu of her right to dower, thirds, and free- 
bench, and the husband died after the Succession Duty 
Act came into operation, 

Held, that no succession duty was payable by the joint- 
ress in respect of the annuity.— Floyer v. Bankes, M. R., 11 
W.R. 708. 

METROPOLITAN BurntpInG Act, 1855 — ADJOINING 
OWNERS.—The provisions as to “adjoining owners,” in 
the Metropolitan Building Act, 1855, apply to equitable, 
as well as legal, owners. Thus, where A. was in the oc- 
cupation of part of an “adjoining” tenement under a 
document which, purporting to be a demise for more than 
three years, was void at law (under the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
106) by reason of its not being under seal, but which 
was enforceable in equity as an agreement to grant a 
lease, 
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Held, that A. had a greater interest in the land than 
a mere tenant from year to year, and that he was entitled 
to be served as an “adjoining owner ” with the proper 
notice required by the Act of the works proposed to be 
executed by a “building owner.”—Cowen v. Phillips, 
M. R., 11 W. R. 706. 

Practice. 

TAXATION.—A demurrer to the whole bill having been 
allowed with costs, 

Held, upon taxation, that the solicitor for the defen- 
dant was not entitled to fees for perusing interrogatories 
(so as to render the plaintiff liable to the costs of a double 
defence by demurrer and answer); for drawing an index 
and marginal notes to the bill (which was of extraordinary 
length and complication) for the assistance of counsel; or 
for drawing observations for counsel’s brief to argue the 
demurrer. 

A fee, however, for a conference with counsel was al- 
lowed, as the solicitor had thereby spared counsel much 
trouble, and been able to give him a more moderate fee 
on his brief than would otherwise have been the case.— 
Ernest v. Partridge, V. C. W., 11 W. R. 715. 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


Witit—VEstina or INTEREST—REMOTENESS. 
Powis v. Matthews, V. C. W., 11 W. BR. 662. 


The maxim “ Benigne faciende sunt interpretationes 
chartarum propter simplicitatem laicorwm ut res magis 
valeat,” &c., has received a much wider application in the 
case of wills than it has in the case of instruments inter 
vivos, Even in respect of these, indeed, the Courts will 
endeavour to give every single clause some effect. We 
may offer one example of this:—although the habendum 
in @ deed cannot defeat an estate previously granted in 
the premises, yet it may qualify or explain it. Thus, if 
an estate be granted to a man and his heirs, habendum to 
him and the heirs of his body, he will take only an estate 
tail. The generality of the word heirs is thus allowed to 
be explained, so as that the second clause to “the heirs of 
the body ” may have effect. But the desire of our Courts 
to effectuate the intention of grantors, and with this 
view to give effect to every clause in an instrument, some- 
times meets with serious impediments, owing to the strict 
rules of construction applied to deeds. In respect of 
testamentary instruments, however, the judicial dispo- 
sition noticed has been effectively carried out—perhaps, 
indeed, too liberally; so that we might now say, in the 
words of Livy, we cannot endure either the defects 
or the remedies nec vitia nec remedia of our legal system. 
Indeed, it may well be doubted whether it would 
not be a public benefit to construe wills precisely 
according to the rules used in interpreting the effect of 
instruments inter vivos. The introduction of cy pres 
interpretations has been productive of much litigation, 
and has induced great laxity in the drawing of wills. 
In no respect, perhaps, has the desire of our judges to 
carry out the intention of a testator been more clearly 
shown than in their great aversion to hold that a testator 
has died partially intestate. This disposition extends to 
construing, if possible, even residuary bequests as vested, 
(Booth v. Booth, 4 Ves. 399; Atkins v. Hiccocks, 1 Atk. 
500; Lett v. Randal, 10 Sim.112). The leaning towards 
regarding interests as vested is often frustrated, even in 
the case of wills, by the strict construction which limita- 
tions infringing the rule against perpetuity have received. 
Thus, it has been held that a gift to a class which may 
comprise remote objects is void as to all (Leake v. Robinson, 
2 Meriv. 863). And it may be said generally of this rule 
that if the description of the grantees, whether taking as 
@ class or not, may not coincide with the requirements of 
the rule, they will necessarily be excluded. This view of 
the rule was acted upon in Lett y. Randall (ubi sup.), in 
which the Vice-Chancellor considered himself forced to 


maintain that the testator had died partially intestate. ' 





Ambiguities of this description arise very frequently from 
a testator’s use of the words “then living” after previous 
limitations. This was the case in Lett v. Randall. Tt 
was doubtful whether the testator referred to the period 
of his own death, the death of his wife, or the happening 
of a contingency. The phrase “then living ” is thus, in 
its relations to the rule perpetuity, productive of 
some of the difficulties that were incident to the use of 
the phrase “dying without issue ” prior to the passing of 
the Wills Act. It may, however, be confidently stated 
that where (which very often occurs,) life interests are 
bequeathed to several persons in succession, terminating 
with a gift to children or any other class of objects then 
living, the word “ then ” will be held to denote the period 
of the death of the person last named, no matter whether 
he is or is not the survivor of the several legatees for life 
(Archer v. Jagon, 8 Sim. 448). ‘This ruleis founded upon 
the grammatical reference of the word “then” to the last 
antecedent (Segar v. Harman, 1 Cox. 250; Smith v. 
Streatfield, 1 Mer. 858). And this construction will be 
adopted even though the person last named die in the 
testator’s lifetime (Olney v. Bates, 3 Drew. 319; Hether- 
ington v. Oakham, 2 Y. & O. C. 0.299; Harvey v. Harvey, 
3 Jur. 949; Cain v. Teare, 7 Jur. 567; Wideombe v. 
Muller, 1 Drew. 448; Cormack v. Copous, 17 Beay. 397). 
The tendency to favour the vesting of a legacy cannot, 
indeed, be carried out if futurity is annexed to the sub- 
stance of the gift and not merely to the payment (Onslow 
v. South, 1 Eq. Ca. Ab. 295, pl. 6). But words seemingly 
contingent are often referred to the determination of 
a prior gift; and on the same principle the mere intro- 
duction into an ulterior gift of new words of disposition 
will not postpone the vesting (Benyon v. Maddison, 2 
B. C. C. 75). In like manner, when a legacy is given toa 
person when he attains the age of twenty-one years (Athin- 
son v. Turner, 2 Atk. 41) or marries (Elton v. Elton, 3 Atk. 
504), although such a limitation if standing alone would 
be contingent, yet if the interest accruing between the 
death of the testator and the future period in question is 
appropriated to the benefit of the legatee, it has been 
held, in analogy to the rule in Boraston’s Case, 3 Rep. 19, 
that the words importing futurity and contingenoy refer 
to the possession only, and that the limitation amounts 
in substance to an absolute vested interest. The division 
of the gift into two portions is considered to be made for 
the purpose of protracting not the vesting but the pos- 
session only (Hanson v. Graham, 6 Ves. 239; Lane y. 
Goudge, 9 Ves, 225). 

Such a division of the bequest constituted an element 
in the present case and preserved it from being invalid 
as too remote. A testator directed his executors to invest 
asum of money and to pay the interest thereof to his 
daughter for life, and after her decease to her husband, if 
he survived her, during his life, or until he should become 
bankrupt or insolvent, remainder to the use of the main- 
tenance and education of any child or children of the 
marriage who should be “then living,” until such child 
or children should attain twenty-five years of age, and 
then to pay the principal to “such children,” if more 
than one, in equal shares. The husband died in the 
wife’s lifetime, leaving two children, who had since died 
under twenty-one. Vice-Chancellor Stuart held that the 
children took vested interests, and that their mother, as 
their representative, was entitled to the fund. In Davies 
v. Fisher, 5 Beav. 201, the facts were precisely similar to 
those in the present case. In that case there was a gift 
of personalty to trustees for A. for life, and after his death 
in trust for the children of A., “as they severally attained 
twenty-five years,” the income to be applied during their 
respective minorities by their guardian for their mainten- 
ance. It was held that the limitation to the children 
was vested, and not too remote. In Harrison v. Grim- 
wood, 12 Beay. 192, and Tatham v. Vernon, 29 Beav. 604, 
the facts likewise closely resembled those of the present case, 
there being in both these cases a limitation of personalty 
to the first for life only, then to his children when 
they attained twenty-five, with a trust for their main- 
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tenance in the meantime. The principle, therefore, 
established by these decisions, and confirmed by the judg- 
ment in the present case, is that although the rule in 
Leake y. Robinson will be strictly carried out in the ab- 
sence of any saving circumstances, yet that the words 
“then living” have received a settled construction, 
which greatly militates against the operation of the rule 
in Leake v. Robinson, and that if there be a trust for 
maintenance it will also prevent the limitation from being 
void for remoteness. It is strange that testamentary 
draftsmen will not attend to the Scylla and Charybdis 
that endanger the approach of legatees to their gifts, and 
while using general words copiously enough where these 
are not required, will be chary of adding a few words 
which would explain clearly what they mean when they 
use the costly phrases “ then living,” “remain,” “ now,” 
“ residue,” &c, 


COMMON LAW. 


TRESPASS—RIGHT TO TAKE SOIL FROM THE SEA-SHORE, 
—In an action of trespass for taking stones, sand, &c., 
from the sea-shore, the defendant pleaded a custom in the 
inhabitants of a township, of which he was a member, and 
also a prescriptive right for the inhabitants and overseers 
of the highways of that township to take such stones, 
and, &c., for the repair of the highways. On demurrer, 
he Court held that such a custom was bad, being a profit 

prendre in alieno solo; and that the overseers of the 
highways, and the inhabitants of a township, not being a 
corporation, were not capable of taking by grant, and 
therefore could not claim such right by prescription.— 
Constable y. Nicholson, C. P., 11 W. R. 698. 


THE MEDICAL ACT— QUALIFICATION OF PRACTI- 
TIONERS.—Section 32 of the Medical Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 
90) enacts that, after Januray Ist, 1859, no person shall 
be entitled to recover any charge in any court of law for 
any medical or surgical advice, attendance, or for the per- 
formance of any operation or for any medicine which he 
shall have both prescribed and supplied, unless he shall 
prove upon the trial that he is registered under this Act. 

Held, that it is sufficient to show that the person suing 
is registered at the time of trial, and that he need not 
have been so when the service was rendered; and that two 
partners may recover for medicines supplied, if registered 
under the Act, though one is registered as a surgeon only, 
the other being registered as both surgeon and apothecary. 
—Turner v. Reynell, C. P., 11 W. BR. 700. 


PLEADING—LIEN—TENDER.—The declaration alleged 
that the defendants agreed to repair a ship for the plain- 
tiff “for a reasonable and proper price in that behalf, to 
be charged by them to the plaintiff,” and to re-deliver the 
ship when repaired upon payment of such price; that the 
plaintiff was ready and willing to pay such price, but that 
the defendants did not charge a reasonable price, and re- 
fused to re-deliver the ship except upon payment of an 
exorbitant and unreasonable sum; and claimed damages 
for the detention of the ship. 

Held, that upon the contract as alleged, it was not ne- 
cessary that the plaintiff should aver tender of a reason- 
able sum.— Watson v. Pearson and Others, Ex., 11 W. R. 
702. 

BILL OF SALE—PossEsstON.—By the Bills of Sale Act, 
c. 36, 8.7, itis provided that the expression “ bill of sale ” 
shall include bills of sale, assignments, transfers, declara- 
tions of trust without transfer, and other assurances of 
personal chattels, 

The plaintiff entered into an agreement in writing with 
E. for the purchase of some timber, The timber was 
placed partly on a public wharf, and notice was given to 
the wharfinger, and partly on a private wharf occupied by 
E., and adjoining E.’s house; and it was part of the agree- 
ment that the plaintiff should have the use of the house 
of E., and should purchase the furniture in the house. 
The furniture and timber were paid for, and the key of 
the private wharf was delivered to the plaintiff, and the 








plaintiff went into possession of the house and furniture. 

Held, that the agreement between the plaintiff and E. 
did not require registration as a bill of sale— Gough v. 
Everard, Ex., 11 W. R. 702. 


ARBITRATION— UMPIRE.—Where two arbitrators ap- 
pointed an umpire by lot, and the agent and solicitor of 
W., a party to the reference, upon being told who had been 
appointed, and the mode of appointment, raised no objec- 
tion, and approved of the person appointed, who made his 
award, 

Held, that W. was not entitled to have the award set 
aside upon the ground that the umpire had been irregu- 
larly appointed.—Re Bl. and Tyne Ry. Compy. and Wil- 
son, B. C., 11 W. R. 705. 


Practice. 

Costs—ABANDONING DEFENCE.—Costs for preparing 
for trial will not be allowed as betwen the parties before 
issue is joined. 

Where, therefore, a defendant had taken out further 
time to plead, which expired after the time for short no- 
tice of trial, and then abandoned his defence, the plaintiff’s 
costs for preparing for trial were not allowed.—Freeman 
v. Springhand, ©, P., 11 W. R. 701. , 


PETITION OF RIGHT—PLEADING.—To a petition of 
right, under 23 & 24 Vict. c. 34, the Crown pleaded and 
demurred without leave for that purpose, 

Held, the Crown had a right to do so, notwithstanding 
the provisions of the statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 34, ss. 7, 8. 
—Tobin v. The Queen, C. P., 11 W. RB. 701. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH, 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp Caer Justice and 
Justices Crompton, BLackBuRN, and MELLOR). 

June 1.—Ex parte Rudolph, In re the Inns of Court Hotel 
Company.—A point arose in this case of interest to the numerous 
classes of persons who apply for shares in companies. The 
applicant had applied for and obtained on allotment of 500 
shares in the “ Inns of Court Hotel Company”; but before long, 
finding that he had far more than he wanted to retain, desired 
to transfer 400 of them to another person. He found, how- 
ever, that it is far easier to get shares than to get rid of 
them, for when he applied to the company to register the trans- 
fer (until which he would continue to be liable for calls) he 
was told that there was 10s, a share to pay which was due on 
the allotment, and thereupon he had to pay £250. This, how- 
ever, was, it appeared, only the beginning of his troubles, for 
when he again applied to the company to register his transfer 
he was told that the directors had just resolved upon another 
“call” of £1 a share, and that he could not transfer his shares 
until it was paid. This would be £500, a somewhat serious 
sum, which the applicant demurred to paying. 

Mr. H. James moved for a rule to eompel the eompany to 
register his transfer, on the ground that, though there could 
not bea transfer until all calls were paid which were due, in 
this instance no call was “due” as by the Act and the Articles 
of Asscciation there must be twenty-one days’ notice of the time 
for payment, in addition to which this resolution was not itself 
a call, but only a declaration of intention to make a future 
-call, 
The Court, however, doubted whether this was so, and 
whether either of the points would prove tenable; for a call 
might be “due” or owing though not “payable,” and a resolu- 
tion to make a call might be itself a call. They granted a rule, 
however, to have the question argued, considered, and deter- 
mined. , 

June 3.—Sigoillot v. Ellis.—This was an action to recover 
damages for false imprisonment. Towards the close of the 
case some questions were put in cross-examination to the 
defendant by the plaintiff's counsel, which led to the following 
remarks by Mr, Justice Mellor, who, in the course of his sum- 
ming up, said, that after much consideration he had come to the 
conclusion that counsel was not to shift every act upon tho 
attorney. A counsel was not a mere machine. No counsel 
who valued his character and reputation would take advantage 
of is position and shield himself under the plea of having 
received instructions from the attorney; he must exercise his 
own discretion. He should be ashamed of the profession if, 
merely from the protection afforded to the Bar, were to 
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be allowed to shift the responsibility of their attacks upon the 
attorney. He made the remarks generally, and not particularly 
with reference to the present case, although he thought questions 
had been put which ought not to have been asked. 

The jury returned a verdict for the defeudant. 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. . 

(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Erie, and 

Justices WiLLIAMS, WiLLEs, and BYLEs.) 

June 2.—Some time ago an application was made against 
William Savage Poole, an attorney of this court, and the matter 
having been referred to one of the masters to inquire into the 
facts, a report was this morning read as to the result of those 
inquiries. The document entered at length into a number of 
cases in which Mr. Poole had been employed by a Mr Howes in 
reference to the investment of money for him, and stated that 
the Master found that Mr. Poole had been guilty of fraud and 
misconduct in one case, and of misconduct and gross negligence 
in others. 

Mr. Garth said that he believed the course now was to move 
for a rule calling upon Mr. Poole to shew cause why he should 
not be struck off the rolls. 

After a short discussion, it was ordered that he should be 
struck off the rolls, unless cause were shown on Tuesday 
next. 

June 2.— Williams v. Smith and Cass,—This was an action 
brought by the plaintiff, an attorney, against the defendant 
Smith, also an attorney, and his client Cass, for false imprison- 
ment under an attachment for contempt, which was set aside 
as irregularly obtained. The jury found a verdict for the 
plaintiff with £250 damages, A rule nisi having been obtained 
to set aside that verdict, and enter it for the defendant, cause 
was now shown against that rule. 

The plaintiff, it appeared, was attorney jn an action for the 
defendant Cass. The defendant, from circumstances that arose, 
wished to change her attorney, and appointed the defendant 
Smith her attorney, who obtained an order for the delivery up 
of all papers in her cause by the plaintiff Williams. This 
order was served on Williams, and he delivered up some of the 
papers, and in an affidavit swore that others were in the hands 
of counsel and in the hands of law stationers, who had a lien 
on them; thereupon the defendant Smith made an affidavit in 
the common form that the plaintiff had not obeyed the order of 
the Court, and a writ of attachment was issued against him 
for his contempt, under which he was arrested and cast into 
prison, whereby he suffered loss. The plaintiff moved before 
the Master of the Rolls to set aside the attachment on the 
ground that it had been obtained on an affidavit which con- 
cealed material facts. The Master of the Rolls refused to set 
it aside, and on appeal to the Lords Justices they held the 
Master of the Rolls to be wrong, and set aside the attach- 
ment, whereupon the plaintiff brought the present action for 
false imprisonment, 

For the defendant it was contended that the verdict ought to 
be set aside; that the plaintiff had mistaken his remedy, 

For the plaintiff, that the attachment having been held-to be 
erroneous, the arrest of the plaintiff was without justification ; 
that the attachment, having been obtained by a suppression of 
facts, was set aside for irregularity, and the defendants were 
rightly liable. 

The Court were of opinion that it was not true, as alleged, 
that the attachment was set aside for irregularity. The affi- 
davit made by Mr. Smith was made in the ordinary course of 
practice. The Master of the Rolls had been held to be wrong 
in not setting aside the attachment; but because it was set aside 
no action << the plaintiff in the action any more than 
against the sheriff for anything that was done under it. The 
proper course for the present plaintiff was not to have brought 
an action, but to have issued a writ of restitution. To sustain 
an action it must be shown that the writ of attachment was set 
aside by reason of misconduct or irregularity on the part of the 
person who set. it up. But that was not the ground on which 
the attachment had been set aside. The act of the Master of 
the Rolls, or the act of the Court, if erroneous, was not the 
foundation of an action. The defendants were therefore entitled 
to enter the verdict for them. 

Rule absolute accordingly. 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
June 1.—It was announced this morning by Lord Chief 
Justice Exie that the days originally fixed iid Ble 
rom the different courts will be to some extent al to this 





effect :—The Errors trom the Court of Exchequer will be taken 
on Wednesday, the 17th of June, and Thursday, the 18th of 
June; and the Errors from the Court of Common Pleas will 
be taken on Friday, the 19th of June, and Saturday, the 20th 
of June—that is, the Exchequer Errors will be taken on the 

days gto fixed for dew — Pleas Errors; the Com- 

mon Pleas Errors to be taken on the days originally fixed for 

the Exchequer Errors. 





MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


CHURCH-RATE—J URISDICTION OF JUSTICES.—Upon the 
hearing of an information for non-payment of church-rates, 
the churchwardens gave evidence in support of their case, 
and were cross-examined by the defendant, who urged 
several objections to his paying: that the notice of the 
meeting at which the rate was alleged to have been made 
was informal; that all the property in the parish was not 
assessed; that the rate was retrospective, &c., and sub- 
mitted to the justices that their decision should be in his 
favour: and told them he should appeal against the fate. 
The justices, having considered the whole case, gave judg- 
ment against him on all the points, and made an order 
for payment. 

Held, upon a rule for a certiorari to quash the order 
upon the ground that the defendant had objected to the 
validity of it, and to the power of the justices to make it, 
that the rule must be discharged, for that the defendant 
had submitted the validity of his objections to their deci- 
sion, and that the ease was governed by R. v. Justices of 
Salop, 29 L. J. M. C. 39.—R. v. Justices of Suffolk, B. C., 
11 W. R. 703. 





MERCANTILE LAW: 


PARTNERSHIP. 
Kilshaw v. Jukes, Q. B., 11 W. R. 690. 

The law of partnership has been so widely affected by 
the decision of the House of Lords in Cor v. Hickman, 
8 H. of Lds. Cas. 268, that it becomes highly neces- 
sary to have a correct notion of the import and the 
consequences of that decision. That case has the effect 
of overruling many of the earlier authorities which 
laid down the definition and test of partnership, and sub- 
stituted instead a new test which must now be accepted 
by all the courts of law and equity as having been sanc- 
tioned by the highest authority—the House of Lords. 
Participation of profits is henceforth to be considered a 
test of partnership only so far as it implies agency, and 
the real ground of liability as a partner is that the other 
partners had authority to act on his behalf. Lord Cran- 
worth, in delivering his opinion to the House of Lords, 
said— 

The liability of one partner for the acts of his co-partner is 
in truth the liability of a principal for the acts of his agent. 
Where two or more persons are engaged as partners in an ordi- 
nary trade, each of them has an implied authority from the 
others to bind all, by contracts entered into ing to the 
usual course of business in that trade, Every partner in trade 
is, for the ordinary purposes of the trade, the agent of his co- 
partners, and all are therefore liable for the ordinary trade con- 
tracts of the others, Partners may stipulate themselves 
that some one of them only shall enter into contracts, 
or into any contracts, or that as to certain of their contracts 
none shall be liable except those by whom they are actually 
made, but with such private arrangements third persons deal- 
ing with x8 firm, ayaa have no Lg oa The yy mo 

ve a right to assume ev —s authority 
his cepariness to bind the mia 4 rm in contracts made ac- 
cording to the ordinary usages of trade. 

Lord Wensleydale expressed himself to the same effect; 
and the general result of that decision is that mere parti- 
cipation in profits is not enough to show partnership. It 
no doubt in most cases indirectly raises the presumption 
of partnership, inasmuch as, prima facie, if a man is en- 
titled to share profits made by the persons carrying on the 
business they will be regarded as his agents; and thus he 








586 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. June 6, 1863. 








will become liable for the losses. In the above-named case 
the judges of the Court of Queen’s Bench differed in their 
application of this rule. Thé facts were as follows: —W. 
and T., being jointly engaged in building houses, became 
indebted to J. for iron. There being a difficulty in the 
payment of this debt the three agreed to purchase some 
land for building purposes, W. and T. to build houses on 
it, and J. to find the ironmongery required, and to be 
paid for it, and also his former debt, and any future 
advances, out of the sale of the houses when built: any 
surplus profits were to belong to W. and T. In case of 
the speculation failing J. was to lose his old and new 
debt, and any advances he might make. T., W., and J. 
accordingly purchased land in pursuance of this agree- 
ment, and jointly contracted with the vendors to build 
houses (among other things) on it. T. and W. afterwards 
bought some timber, for the purpose of building these 
houses, of K., who was not aware at the time of the sale 
that J. was in any way connected or interested in the 
houses. Having subsequently discovered J.’s position K. 
brought an action against the three to recover the price 
of the timber. Upon this state of facts Wightman, J., 
was of opinion that J. was, under the circumstances, a 
partner with W. and T. in the transaction, and therefore 
liable to the plaintiff; and, on the contrary, Blackburn and 
Mellor, JJ., were of opinion that J. was not a partner with 
W. and T., and was therefore not liable to the plaintiff for 
the price of the timber. 


COMPANIES’ LAW. 


RATING RAILWAY COMPANY—EARNINGS OF THE LINE. 
—*“ Terminals ”—i.e., sums received by a railway company 
in respect of the services of their staff and appliances at 
the several stations and termini of the line, and the 
amount of the expenses incurred in earning them 
—are parts of the general earnings and expenses 
of the line. Therefore, in calculating the general 
earnings and expenses of the portion of a line belonging 
to a railway company contained in any parish, for the 
purpose of rating the company in that parish for the relief 
of the poor, it is proper to include the amount of the 
“terminals,” if any, earned within the parish among the 
earnings, and the amount of the expenses incurred in 
earning them among the expense.—JL. C. Ry. mK He 
App., v. The Overseers of Great Amwell, Resp., Q. B., 11 
W. R. 689. 


LANDS CLAUSES CONSOLIDATION ACT—CLAIM FOR COM- 
PENSATION.—Section 51 of the Lands Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), enacts that if the ver- 
dict of the jury be given for the same or a less sum than 
the sum previously offered by the promoters of the under- 
taking . one-half of the costs of summoning, 
impannelling, and returning the jury, and of taking the 
inquiry, . . Shall be defrayed by the owner of the 
lands, and the other half by the promoters; and section 
46 requires not less than ten days’ notice of the time and 
place of inquiry to be given in writing by the promoters 
of the undertaking to the other party.. A. claimed com- 
pensation under section 68 for injury done to his house, 
and the jury gave him a less sum than the promoters had 
offered six days before the inquiry—Held, that the offer 
must be made before the ten days’ notice of trial, to en- 
title the promoters to have half the costs of the inquiry 
paid by the claimant. 

The decision of the master, under the 52n section, 
can only be reviewed by the Court of which he is a master, 
and if not so reviewed is final—Met. Ry. Company, App., 
v. Turnham, Resp., C. P., 11 W. R. 694. 








BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


CoMPOSITION DEED. 
Ingelbach v. Nichols, C. P., 11 W. R. 697. 
There have been already a number of decisions not al- 
together reconcileable on the Deeds Clauses of the Bank- 








ruptcy Act, 1861, especially upon sect. 192, which provides 
that every deed made between a debtor and his creditors, 
or any of them, or a trustee on their behalf, relating to 
the debts or liabilities of the debtor, and his release 
therefrom, shall be as valid and binding on all the credi- 
tors as if they had executed the same, provided that a 
majority of three-fourths in value of the creditors shall 
assent to the deed, and other prescribed conditions shall 
be observed. A variety of questions have been raised 
upon the effect of this enactment, and have been from 
time to time discussed in these columns. In Walter v. 
Adcock, Ex., 10 W. R. 542, the Court of Exchequer enter- 
tained great doubt whether a deed of composition under 
the Act of 1861 had the effect by force of the statute of 
binding all the creditors where there was no assignment 
of the debtor’s property. Before the Act a cessio bonorum, 
or assignment of property, was deemed the very basis of 
the law of bankruptcy and of composition deeds. _ Section 
192 of the Act, however, is so large in its terms that it 
appears to favour the notion of investing the statutory 
majority with absolute powers over the non-assenting 
creditors. The question of the necessity of a cessio bo- 
norum is still undecided, but Walter v. Adcock decided 
that such a deed between the debtor and such creditors 
only as might execute, by which they released the debtor 
in consideration of a composition payable to them only, 
has not the statutory effect; that at all events it did not 
bind creditors who did not assent to it, and who could de- 
rive no benefit from it; and that a deed of this kind—not 
comprising an assignment of the debtor’s property—if it 
do not upon its face appear to be for the benefit of all 
the creditors, at least must not exclude any. In the 
above-named case of Jngelbach v. Nichols the action was 
for goods sold and delivered. The defendant pleaded that, 
by a deed dated the 20th of November, 1861, betweert the 
defendant of the first part, and the several other persons 
whose names and seals were thereto subscribed and affixed 
of the second part, after reciting an agreement by which 
the said parties of the second part agreed to accept a com- 
position of 5s. in the pound in full discharge of their res- 
pective debts, it was covenanted by the said parties of the 
second part that, in consideration of the performance by 
the defendant of the condition of the said agreement, they, 
the said parties of the second part, released the defendant 
from the debts set opposite to their names; and also cove- 
nanted each of them to retire all bills of exchange given 
to any of the said creditors and payable by the defendant. 
The Court held, on demurrer, that the plea was no answer 
to the action, upon the ground that the deed was not for 
the benefit of all the creditors, but only of those who were 
parties thereto, and also because the covenant relating to 
the retirement of the bills of exchange was unreasonable, 
and therefore the deed was not valid within the meaning 
ef the Act. 

12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, 8s. 112—NoTICE TO DETAINING 
CREDITOR.—Where a detaining creditor is resident in Ire- 
land six days’ notice of a bankrupt’s intended application 
for an order of discharge is necessary—the usual four- 
day notice is insufficient.— per Goulburn Comm., Re 
Jennings, 11 W. R. 683. 


ORDER OF DISCHARGE—ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY 
A BANKRUPT—RIGHTS OF ASSIGNEES.—An order of dis- 
charge granted under the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, does not 
“take effect ” on the day of the hearing before the com- 
missioner, so as to entitle the bankrupt to property 
coming to him between that time and the lapse of the 
thirty days allowed for appeal. The bankrupt’s right to 
his order of discharge is inchoate until after the expira- 
tion of the thirty days. 

Property devolving upon a bankrupt within these dates 
will vest, therefore, in the assignees. — per Holroyd 
Comm:, Ite Laforest, 11 W. R. 684. 


TRUSTEE REFUSING TO BE EXAMINED.—The Court of 
Appeal in Bankruptcy will not interfere with the discre- 
tion of a commissioner in requiring a trustee of a deed of 
assignment or an assignee, to be examined on a summons 
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taken out by the creditors, even if he has been served 
with no notice of the grounds for such examination.— 
Ex parte Lawrence, L. C., 11 W. R. 705, 





ECCLESIASTICAL LAW. 


POOR-LAW UNION—APPOINTMENT OF CHAPLAIN, 

The Office of the Judge promoted by Molyneux (Clerk) v. 
Bagshaw (Clerk), on the admission of the Articles, 11 
W. R. 687. 

In the above-named case it was held by Dr. Lushington, 
as Dean of the Court of Arches, that a clergyman of the 
Church of England, duly appointed chaplain of a union 
by the authority of the Poor Law Commissioners, may 
perform the service of the Church of England in the union 
house by their direction, and under their authority, with- 
out the consent of the incumbent of the parish in which 
the union house is locally situated. 

The learned judge was of opinion that the question was 
decided by the poor law statutes, and the interpretation 
put upon them by the courts of common law. The follow- 
ing extract from the judgment states shortly the grounds 
of this important decision :— 

That within the limits of his parish an incumbent has the 
sole cure of souls, and that if another clergyman performs the 
services of the Church of England within those limits without 
leave, a fortiori, in spite of the prohibition of the incumbent, 
he is guilty of an ecclesiastical offence, are propositions too clear 
to admit of doubt. But if it pleases the Legislature to intro- 
duce exceptions it has full power to do so. “The statute under 
which the exception is said to exist in the present case is 4 & 
5 Will. 4,c. 76. If that statute has received in the Queen's 
Bench a construction applicable to the question which I have 
to decide, I must follow that construction; for it is an invariable 
rule that the Ecclesiastical Court, in construing a statute, must 
follow the decisions of the common law courts. The Braintree 
Union case decided that the Poor Law Commissioners may 
order the guardians of a union to appoint a chaplain for that 
union, It is said that that decision is inconsistent with the 
decision in the Cambridge case; if that were so, the Braintree 
case, which is the later of the two, would be binding on me; 
but the cases are clearly distinguishable, and there is really no 
conflict between the judgments. It is not for me now to point 
out the distinction; it is sufficient for the purpose that the Lord 
Chief Justice has stated that they were distinct. The legal 
power to appoint must then be taken as established. 





PROBATE. 


GRANT OF ADMINISTRATION. 

In the goods of Maria Burgess, deceased, 11 W. R. 687. 

The Probate Act, 1857, section 73, enacts, amongst other 
things, that where a person dies intestate, or leaving a will, 
but without having appointed an executor, or the executor 
is resident out of the United Kingdom, and it appears to 
the Court to be necessary or convenient to appoint some 
person as administrator, other than the person who, if the 
Act had not been passed, would by law have been entitled 
to administration, it shall be lawful for the Court to do so, 
and every such administration may be limited as the 
Court shall think fit. 

In the above-named case the eldest of four children of 
an intestate was abroad, and the other three were minors, 
and it was necessary for the benefit of the estate that an 
immediate grant of administration should be made, and 
the Court made the grant to the duly elected guardian of 
the minors until some one of the children should apply 
for the grant, under the 78rd section. 


Correspondence. 
Propatr Court Fees, 

The profession was somewhat startled, and some of us I fear 
made not a little envious, by the extract you gave in your 
number of the 2nd of May, shewing the very liberal salaries 
paid to officers of the probate and divorce courts. 

The enormous fees taken in these courts may perhaps be 
considered by some as tending to justify so great an expen- 
diture, That people should pay highly for the privilege of a 





divorce some may think not unfair, but the way in which we 
are taxed in matters rélating to wills and administration is not 


excusable on the ground of the advantage obtained from the 
aid of the Court in these matters. 

It became necessary in the course of last year that the woman 
who keeps my chambers, and who, as you may easily imagine, 
is not overburdened with this world’s goods, should ina 
chancery suit as the personal representative of her , who 
died about twenty years ago. Her mother made no will, 
having nothing to leave, and for the same reason. no adminis- 
tration of her estate and effects had been taken out. I there. 
fore obtained letters of administration for her, and as there was 
then no probability of any money coming to ber in the character 
of administratrix, the property was sworn under £20, and I 
was surety with my client in an administration bond to the 
amount of £40, ’ 

By a recent order of the court in the chancery suit, £31 has 
to be paid to my client, after deducting something for expenses. 
and the cost of the administration, and atrincreased stamp duty 
of 10s. is therefore now payable on the letters of administration, 
the effects being now above the value of £20 and under £50. 
Now comes the grievance; the authorities at ee 
will not receive the duty and stamp the letters of adi 
without a certificate from the Probate Court that the adminis- 
tration bond has been increased from £40 to £100, and I have 
accordingly to enter into a fresh bond jointly wi wy 
client for £100, in order to prevent her minoplying 0 ie 
of the £31 to which she is entitled after payment of expenses, 
and this, notwithstanding that she and ai already joi 
held and bound unto the Right Hon. Sir Cresswell Cressw: 
Knight, in the sum of £40 of lawful money of Great Britain. 
The fees I have already paid for this superfluous bond 
amount to £1 5s. 6d, and I have not got it yet, and as 
no one ever goes to the Probate Court without being sent out 
for stamps, I make no doubt I shall have something more to 
pay when I get the certificate, 

The result of this is that, in order to enable my client to pay 


-10s. duty to the Government, she has to pay nearly three times 


as much to the Court of Probate; she pays, in fact, nearly £300 
per cent. beyond what is properly and justly due from her. 

We often hear complaints of lawyers’ charges being exorbi- 
tant, but the worst of them appear ridiculously small besides 
such a case as this. W. R. 


MUNICIPAL LAW. 


Town CouncrLLor.—On arule nisi for an Information, 
in the nature of aque warranto against a town councillor, 
as not being a resident householder, it not appearing that 
he had taken the house, or that he paid the rent, though 
a joint occupant, the rule was made absolute.-—Reg. v. 
Mazwell, Q. B., 11 W. R. 308. 

MunicrpaL Corporations Act—Riauts oF Bur- 
GESsES.—The Municipal Corporation Act, 5 & 6 Will4,c. 
76, s. 2, reserves all rights of property and beneficial exe 
emptions to freemen, their wives and children, 

Section 9 provides that every male person of full age 
who, on the last day of August in any year, shall have 
occupied any house, warehouse, counting-house, or shop 
within any borough during that year, and the whole of 
each of the two preceding years, and also during the time 
of such occupation, shall have been an inhabitant house- 





_holder within the borough or within seven miles thereof 


shall, if duly enrolled, be a burgess, 

The burgesses of the city of G. had from time immemo- 
rial a right of pasturage on certain land in and about the 
city of G. 

Held, thatthe right of pasturage was in the old burgesses 
of the city exclusive of the new bi under sect. 9 of 


urgesses 
the Municipal Corporation Act, 5 & 6 Will..4, 0. 76, such 


right of pasturage being a right of property reserved to 
the freemen, their wives and children, by sect. 2.—Hulle 
v. Estcourt, Ex., 11 W. BR. 672. 

—— Ricut to Property.—Upon the grant, under 
the 7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 78, s; 49, of a charter of incor- 
poration to a borough previously possessing a body cor- 
porate, extending to it all the provisions of the 
Will. 4, c. 76— 

Held, that the old and new corporations, 
regulated differently, were the same body; and 
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property belonging to the former at the date of the 
charter thereupon became vested in the latter. 

Held, also, that any alienation of the corporate pro- 
perty after notice had been given of the intention to 
grant the charter was liable to be impeached under sec- 
tion 97 of the former Act. 

Quere, whether section 97 operates retrospectively in 
such a case so as to fetter the property from the 5th of 
June, 1835. , 

The Attorney-General may maintain a suit to restrain 
the alienation of the corporate property pending the grant- 
ing of the charter, or to recover the property after the 
charter is granted. 

The Court will assume the validity of a charter until a 
proceeding is taken to set it aside. —Zhe Attorney- 
General v. The Portreeve, §c., of Avon, M. R., 11 W. R. 
709. 





PARISH LAW. 


ORDER OF REMOVAL—RESIDENCE FOR THREE YEARS. 
—Three years’ residence in any part of a union renders 
@ pauper irremoveable, although the whole period of such 
residence precede the 25th of March, 1862; the 24 & 25 
Vict. c. 55, s. 1, being retrospective in both its clauses.— 
Reg. v. The Inhabitants of Preston, Q. B., 11 W. R. 644. 


PAUPER LUNATIC—EXPENSES OF MAINTENANCE.—An 
order bearing date the 24th of March, 1863, directed to 
the guardians of the poor of the D. union to pay “ for and 
on account of the parish of C.” the expenses,incurred in 
respect of the examination of a pauper lunatic, who was 
legally settled in the said parish, and of her removal to 
and maintenance in that asylum up to the date of the order, 
and also a weekly sum in respect of her future mainten- 
ance therein. By 24 & 25 Vict. c. 55,8. 6, it is enacted 
that the expense of the examination of a lunatic pauper, 
and of hisremoval to or maintenance in an asylum, who 
would, under 16 & 17 Vict. c. 97, be chargeable to a parish 
in a union, shall, after the 25th of March, 1863, be 
borne by the common fund of the union comprising that 


Held, that the order was rightly made. 

Quere, per Curiam, as to the effect of such an order 
upon the expenses incurred after the 25th of March, 1863. 
—Droitwich Union, Appts., v. Worcester Union, Respts., 
Q. B., 11 W. R. 663. 


RATING VICAR OF A PARIsH—CURATE’S SALARY.— 
The vicar of K., a parish containing several townships, 
of which one was §., derived his income partly from 
money in the funds and glebe farms lying outside the 
parish, and partly from a tithe rent-charge on lands 
within it. The amount of such rent-charge accruing 
from land within the township of 8. was £26 a-year. 
The vicar employed a curate (whose services were ad- 
mitted to be necessary), at a salary of £100 a-year. 
Held, that in rating the vicar, the overseers of 8. were 
right in allowing the deduction of such a sum only in 
respect of the curate’s stipend as bore to £100 the same 
proportion as £26 bore to the whole income of the vicar. 
—Faweett, Appellant, v. The Overseers of Scriven Tenter- 
gate, Respondents, Q. B., 11 W. BR. 689. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP—STAMPING.—Before articles 
of clerkship can be enrolled they must be stamped, and 
an application for an order to enrol articles on their being 
properly stamped will be refused. The stamp duty should 
be paid before the application is made.—Le Sewell, B. C., 
11 W. RB. 678. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Tasity Term, 1863. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen's Pench :—~Thursday, June 
11; Friday, Juve 12. 








ADMISSION OF SOLIVITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls bas appointed Friday, the 12th of June, 
1863, at the Rolls Court, Chancery Lane, at four in the after- 
noon, for swearing in solicitors, 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must leave his common law admission or his certificate of 
practice for the current year at the secretary’s office, Rolls-yard, 
Chancery-lane, on or before Thursday, the 11th of June, 1863. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted at 
common law until the last day of term will be received at the 
secretary’s office up to twelve o’clock at noon on that day, after 
which time no papers can be received, 








COUNTY COURT. 


SHOREDITCH. 
(Before Mr. Dasenr.) 

June 3.—Dipple v. Reeves.—This was an action to recover 
damages sustained in consequence of defendant having broken 
a half-sovereign while testing it. It appeared that the plain- 
tiff werit to defendant’s shop to buy some plants, and handed 
a half-sovereign to the defendant, who put it between his tecth, 
and deliberately broke it in half. He gave the pieces back to 
the plaintiff, remarking that it was bad. The plaintiff, how- 
ever, was convinced that it was good, and he had it properly 
tested by a chemist, who said it was perfectly good, The 
pieces were then again offered to the defendant, who refused to 
accept them, and told the plaintiff he could try the question, if 
he were so minded. 

The judge said “This is a question of some importance, 
and I can hardly think that the plaintiff could have 
wilfully destroyed a coin that he might make evidence here 
to-day. There is no doubt the pieces produced are those 
of a genuine half-sovereign, and it now remains to be seen how 
far the defendant has rendered himself liable. I can only say 
that he has acted most unjustifiably, and that a tradesman 
must apply sure and gentle tests to the coin of the realm. If 
he acts roughly, and defaces the coin he does so at his own 
risk, and I think the defendant used unnecessary violence with 
this coin, therefore my verdict will be for the plaintiff for 
10s. damages and costs.” 








APPOINTMENTS, 


The following Indian appointments have been made:—Mr. 
J. GRAHAM, standing counsel to the Government of India, to 
officiate as Advocate-General at Bengal; Mr. W. c. PLowpDEN, 
officiating joint magistrate and deputy collector of Ghazepore, to 
be a joint magistrate and deputy collector of the first grade; 
Mr. J. W. Ret to be head assistant to the collector and magis- 
trate of Malabar, Madras Presidency; Mr. C. G. PLumer to be 
head assistant to the collector and magistrate of Madura; Mr. 
R. J. MELVILLE to be head assistant to the collector and magis~ 
trate of Godavery; Mr. J. Cuesson to be a subordinate magis- 
trate of the second class in the district of Sattara, Bombay Pre- 
sidency; Mr. F. THEeLwatt, assistant to the collector and 
magistrate of Sattara, to be subordinate magistrate of the first 
class in the district of Sattara. a 

Mr. Joun Locan Grover, of 150, Pentonville-road, has been 
appointed a London Commissioner to administer oaths in the 
High Court of Chancery. ; 

Mr. Witt1aM Rozert Puecrs, Barrister-at-Law, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the Island of 
St. Helena. 











GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Law Reroartine. 

Mr. Daniel presents his compliments to the editor of the 
Solicitors’ Journal and begs to send him a copy of a pamphlet 
on the present system of law reporting, recently printed for 
private circulation among the members of the Bar, with a view 
to obtain from his professional brethren their opinions indi- 
vidaally upon the question. 

With only one exception, the privacy intended by Mr. Daniel 
has been respected, and especially by the Solicitors’ Journal. 
If, however, it is thought that Mr. Daniel’s suggestions are 
such as require a more extended circulation than he proposed » 
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to give them the Solicitors’ Journal is quite at liberty to pub- 
lish them. If thought worthy of any comment, Mr. Daniel 
hopes he may protest against its being supposed that his object 
is to disregard the fair rights of property or to advocate a mere 
monopoly. On the contrary, he would insist that, whether the 
means proposed be adequate or not, his object is to remedy a 
public evil by a change that should at once be liberal, efficient, 
and just. 
10, Old Buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, June 4. 





AGREEMENT. —STamMP. 

An agreement under hand is entered into by which premises 
are let for a term of three years at a yearly rent of £70. 

Does this agreement require stamping under the 23 Vict. 
c. 15? Ifnot,can the agreement be given in evidence in an ac- 
tion for use and occupation under the 11 Geo. 2, c, 19, s. 14? 
A Teer to any cases would oblige PERPLEXUS, 
. June 2. 





Annua Certificate Dury. 

The petition for abolishing the ‘‘certificate duty” has my 
entire approval. The reduction of the stamp duty on articles 
of clerkship to £80 was in my opinion quite uncalled-for, and 
might, I think, be restored. Surely, if a gentleman intends 
bringing hie son up to the profession, a sum of £40 will not 
deter him, and the few exceptions of “ persevering clerks” 
should give way to the majority, as I apprehend the reduction 
was in a great measure made to serve them. 

Chester, May 29, J. Huaues JoNEs. 





Law Instrrution Honours. 

The letter of ““W. H. B.” in your paper of to-day reminds 
me of the fable of the Fox and the Grapes, and proceeds, I 
fancy, from the pen of a disappointed candidate. Why the 
country articled clerks are singled out as the objects of his at- 
tick I am, however, at a loss to comprehend; and I hope you 
will allow me a little space to contradict his statements. 

With regard to his first charge—that ‘‘an articled clerk who 
has served his time in London is practically a more serviceable 
man than one who has served his time in the country "—I am 
quite willing to admit that he may be of more use in a London 
office, but I would appeal to any country practitioner in good 
practice as to which is of the most value in the country. I 
speak by no means disparagingly of the London attorneys when 
I say that the country ones are bound to be better versed in the 
principles and general practice of the law, simply because they 
are unable to obtuin the assistance of counsel in matters of 
great urgency, however important. Country articled clerks, 
too, who do their duty obtain an intimate knowledge of the 
practice of the law, and matters are frequently left to them to 
manage which rendez necessary a knowledge only to be obtained 
by reading and study. Again, the statement that country 
clerks spend the time they serve in London in cramming in- 
stead of learning the practice of the courts is incorrect. I 
have been and am acquainted with many country clerks, and I 
never knew one who did anything of the sort; and I also know 
a few London clerks, but I never came across one who despised 
the honours of the Law Institution. That a number of candi- 
dates do cram is undeniable, but the cramming is by no means 
confined to those from the country. 

The truth is, men who will not read cannot successfully 
compete with men who do, and the Londoners have, until re- 
cently, taken at least half the prizes. Country clerks—I speak 
from experience—spend their days in work and their evenings 
in reading, and pane many of the Londoners do the same; 
and it is those men who take the prizes, and would continue to 
take them if a viva voce examination were instituted. Of 
course I only refer to industrious men, and not to those who 
are so much in need of practice at the end of their term as to 
value two months of it more than all the prizes put together. 

I think “W. H, B,”’ will find that it is solicitors who are 
“‘masters of the law and reported cases” as well as of the prac- 
tice that obtain the confidence of the better class of clients; and 
I should like him to tell us the number of prizemen that have 
paid premiums after their examination to get into London offices 
to learn their profession; and I should much like to know the 
names of the solicitors who have such a dislike to prizemen as 

clerks, . 

May 30. —_—_—_—- 


In the last two or three numbers of the Solicitors’ Journal 


suggestions have been made as to the foundation of scholarshi 
for candidates who distinguish themselves at the final ran 








nations, It is not intended to enter into any discussion with 
reference to these, but since the question of “ legal rewards” has 
been opened the following remarks will not be out of place:— 

The writer would suggest that prizes be presented to deserv- 
ing students at the intermediate examinations. It would be an 
inducement to many who are studying for these examinations 
to read with greater care, with a deeper interest, and with much 
more benefit to themselves than under the present system of 
merely commending those who pass a creditable examination. 
The subjects for the Antennae a aaa are common law, 
conveyancing, equity, and book-keeping. A prize might be 
presented to the student who, in the opinion of the examiners, 
stands first in each of these branches, and a prize might also be 
given to each of the first four candidates obtaining the highest 
omega fel gh oiat CL, 

ese methods might be adopted. The to 
out this object would be trifling, and might be easily ps 
If the Incorporated Law Society were unwilling to contribute 
the requisite amount, a fee might be levied on each student 
entering for the examination, say 5s., to which few (if any) 
would object. 

It may be added in conclusion that the system of presenti 
prizes, not only to students who distinguish themselves in sin 
subjects, but also to those who attain the highest te pro- 
ficiency in all the subjects for examination has been ted in 
King’s College, London, and, as far as can be judged, has beem 
attended with beneficial results. D. M. 

June 2nd, 


In your number of the 30th of May, I see a letter, signed 
“W. H. B.,” deprecating the excellent practice of giving prizes 
at our law examinations, and undervaluing the country solici- 
tors in a most amusing way. 

There were no prizes when I was examined, and therefore I 
speak from no interested motive in denying, from my own ob- 
servation and knowledge of some of the gentlemen who have 
obtained prizes, the accuracy of his assertions. 

If it be true that very few of the clerks articled in London 
are able to obtain these prizes, the fact is easily explained. 
They, as a general rule, know only one or two branches of the 
law, and having been accustomed to run to counsel on every- 
thing out of the ordinary routine of the business they see every ~ 
day, they give themselves very little trouble about the general 
principles of law, and though I myself was very glad to spend 
three months in the agent’s office, it was not “ a ct my pro- 
fession,” but to acquire that knowledge of chancery and common 
law practice which is so useful to us occasionally. 

Let me say a word as to my own examination. I had the 
good fortune to answer every question, more or less accurately, 
I suppose; geaweat porte hee (am — in the coun- 
try, where I had seen something o cery bankruptcy, 
more of commercial law, common law, and criminal law, and 
any quantity of conveyancing. 

And now (as I write under anom de plume) I cansay without 
boasting that I consider the general legal knowledge of the 
country solicitors equal, at least, to that of most London so- 
licitors. Can many of them say that they can do a large con- 
veyancing and will-making business, and not get a draft drawn 
by counsel once a month; that they can conduct a bankruptcy 
without an agent, advise a bench of magistrates and local com- 
missioners, advise in poor-law, highway, and lunacy matters, 
practise occasionally in county courts and before benches of 
magistrates, have a little railway work now and then, plenty 
of commercial law at times, and generally rely upon them- 
selves in the absence of counsel for almost everything? Many 
of us can say it, and more. 

Before “ W. H. B.” talks about our going into London offices 
to “learn our profession,” and about abolishing the examination 
prizes, let him consider these few true words, 








June 4. A Country Sonicrtor. 
PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Monday, June 1. 


Srock CerTiFIcaTEes TO BEARER Brit, 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, June 2. 
Arrorneys’ Certificate Dorr, 
Sir H. Carans presented a petition from the attorneys and 
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solicitors of Ireland for the repeal of the annual certificate 


duty. 
Thursday, June 4. 
Principat Reeistry, Docrors’ Commons. 

The House having gone into committee of supply, 

Upon the vote of £1,806 for the Principal Registry, Doctors’- 
commons, 

Mr. LyGon asked whether this sum formed part of the 
£70,000 required for the registry. He also wished to know 
whether the Government had abandoned their intention of 
making the registry a portion of the general scheme for the 
concentration of the courts of justice. 

Mr. Cowper explained that this was merely a re-vote to 
pay the rent of some houses in Knight-rider-street, forming part 
of the establishment for wills and probate registry, and was 
a mere temporary arrangement. He hoped that shortly some 
better accommodation would be provided, as the views of the 
Government in respect to a connection with the courts of 
justice had not been abandoned. 

Mr. Lycon remarked that by a previous vote £1,750 was 
taken for rent, &c., for the Principal Registry at Doctors'- 
commons. If the General Registry of Wills were to form part 
of the scheme for the courts of justice, why go to further 
expense now? 

Mr. Cowper said this amount was to meet the expense of 
hiring certain houses which were required for a temporary 
purpose. 

Mr. Lyaon observed that the total estimate for the office 
was set at £70,000, of which £33,194 had been expended. 
Only £1,800 was now asked, and the future requirement was 
set down at mil. What did that mean? Was there to be any 
further demand ? 

Mr. Cowrer.—No. When the amount was originally 
fixed it had been intended to make a permanent arrangement 
at Doctors’-commons, but subsequently that view had been 
altered and a more satisfactory and permanent arrangement 
contemplated by placing the registry in connexion with the 
courts of law and other offices. 

Mr. Lrcon observed that the right hon. gentleman had now 
shifted his ground. The £70,000 had been originally voted 
for a permanent arrangement with Doctors’-commons, but the 
right hon. gentleman now told them that the original plan was 
abandoned, and that they were to spend £35,000 on a tempo- 
rary arrangement, He wished to know whether that £35,000 
would include half the plan originally contemplated ? 

Mr. Cowper said that, according to the original plan for 
providing a registry for the Probate and Admiralty Courts, it 
was calculated that it would be necessary to buy premises to 
the amount of £70,000, but on consideration it was thought 
sufficient to buy premises to the amount of 35,000/. only. For 
the present that arrangement was quite satisfactory, but here- 
after, when it became necessdéry to make a permanent arrange- 
ment to supply the ever-increasing wants of the registry, in- 
stead of going on buying more property it was thought that the 
best course would be to sell this property, which was extremely 
spec and place the registry in connexion with the courts of 

iw. 


Sir 8. Norrucors asked whether the £35,000 bought half 
of Doctors’.commons. 

Mr. Cowrer thought certainly more than one-half. 

Mr. LyGow asked whether this vote was to be taken as 
committing the Committee to the propriety of abandoning 
the rest of the site of Doctors’-commons, supposing that at 
some time it should be decided that that was the best site for 
the registry. 

Mr. Cowrgr did not think that any such inference could 
be drawn. All that the vote was asked for was to secure 
those houses in Knight Rider-street. 

The vote was then agreed to 








IRELAND. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCII. 

Tax Excrisu Soxicitor or Customs 1x THE Inisu Courts. 

May 27.—Scovell ¥. Gardiner.—This was a special case eet 
down for argument, in order to determine the liability to pay 
water-rate on portion of dock premises leased to Mr. Scovell. 

When the case was about being opened, Mr. J. E. Walshe, 
Q.C., instructed by the Law Society, submitted that it could 
not be heard at present, as the attorney for Mr, Gardiner was 
Mr. Hamel], who was not an attorney of the Irish courts; and 


the learned counsel referred to statutes to show that it must 








be a legally qualified attorney and solicitor of this country who 


would be eligible to appear upon the record in ings 
occurring in the courts here. 

Mr. M* Donough, Q.C. (Mr. Jebb with him), appeared for 
the Solicitor of Customs, and was not aware that any such ob- 
jection was intended to be brought forward. It came, there- 
fore, upon him by surprise, 

Mr. Justice Hayes adverted to the provisions of the Act of 
Parliament, precluding any attorney from practising here who 
was not duly admitted an attorney of the Irish courts, and 
also to the rules as to giving notice when he changed his resi- 
dence; and these provisions appeared certainly very stringent 
and forcible. 

Mr. Jebb said there was a special clause in one of the Cus- 
toms Acts which gave the Solicitor of Customs a right to 
appear in any suit instituted by that department of the public 
service in any part of the United Kingdom. 

Mr. Justice FirzGeraLp thought the preliminary question 
which had been raised a very important one. It related toa 
public department, and also to the privileges of a large body of 
individuals ; and the Law Society were only doing what was right 
in having the question determined. 

Mr. M‘Donough observed that the special case had been 
signed by both attorneys. 

Mr. Kane, solicitor for the plaintiff, said he signed the con- 
sent, having been informed that by a special statute the Soli- 
citor for Customs had a right to appear as such in the courts 
here, but only on that understanding. 

Mr. M'‘ Donough said the provisions of the 323rd section of 
the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 107, were strong in reference to the 
power of the Customs Solicitor; but he would consider the 
matter, and, if it were required, an attorney practising here 
could be retained to act in the case, 

Mr. Walshe said that he was informed by Mr. Jellett, who 
was to argue the case for Mr. Scovell, that it was not a ques- 
tion in which the Customs were concerned, but it was merely 
a controversy between the landlord and lessee of dock premises, 
whether a rate should be paid by the Treasury or by the 
tenant. 

The case was directed to stand over until the following day 
till the authority of the English Solicitor of Customs to inter- 
vene in these courts as solicitor upon record should’ be deter- 
mined, 

May 28.—The Cuinr Justice said that in the case of 
Scovell v. Gardiner, the objection was made on behalf of the 
Law Society, that the gentleman who signed the consent for 
setting down the special case was not a solicitor of that court. 
Was that the fact? 

Mr. Kane.—He is not, my lord. The gentleman who signed 
the consent for the defendant is Mr. Hamell, the Solicitor 
for the Customs. 

The Cuer Justice said the Law Society was perfectly right 
in calling the attention of the Court to the fact that the solici- 
tor who had signed the consent was an English solicitor, not 
an officer of that Court. ‘This was a matter which concerned 
not only the Court and the profession, but also the public, 
because it was of the greatest importance that the solicitors 
acting for the public in Ireland should be officers of, and 
responsible to, the Court for their proceedings. The Law 
Society was perfectly right in drawing the attention of the 
Court to the fact that the consent was signed by an English 
solicitor; whether the defect could be remedied was quite ano- 
ther matter. 
f&Mr. M‘Donough entirely concurred in the propriety of 
the Law Society vindicating the rights of the profession 
and the rights of the public in that court. In the present 
case the defendant had come to the conclusion of appoint- 
ing an attorney who would sign the consent, but, at the 
same time, it was right to call the attention of the Court 
to the case of the Attorney-General v. Patterson, which 
was in the Court of Exchequer in 1858. In that case the 
Court held that the name of Mr. Hamell, the solicitor of the 
Customs, might be used in the suing out of processes in that 
Court, provided his name and address in Irelund were given. 
The business of Mr. Hamell was in the Custom-house, Dublin. 
The Court would see, therefore, that Mr. Gardiner, the col- 
lector of the customs, was quite correct in saying that 
there was an authority which enabled Mr. Hamell to act 
in all cases for the Customs as directed by the Commissioners 
of Customs. On looking at the order in this particular case, 
the defendant, without waiving the rights of the Crown, 
whatever they might be under the statute, ado the course 
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his Lordship would be attended to by the Customs’ authorities 
in England. 


Mr. J. E. Walshe said the right of the profession being con- 
ceded on the other side he had nothing more to say. Ifthe 
question was discussed, he was quite prepared to show that 
the section of the statute relied on by the other side had no ap- 
plication what ever to the present case, and that the section was 
solely confined to prosecutions instituted under that Act. 





We understand Mr. Malins, Q.C., will present a petition to 
the House of Commons, on behalf of the English solicitors, for 
the abolition of the annual certificate duty tax. Sir H. Cairns 
has presented one having the same object on behalf of the Irish 
solicitors. The two petitions are signed by several hundred 
firms and members of the profession of both countries, in sup- 
port of a suggestion made by the Solicitors’ Journal for the 
entire abolition of this onerous impost, which in fact amounts 
to a heavy additional annual income-tax of a very unequal and 
oppressive character.—Saunders’ News Letter. 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


CANADA. 

The new Canadian Ministry has been formed, and Mr. John 
Sandfield Macdonald has been appointed Attorney-General, 
and Mr. Lewis Wallbridge, Solicitor-General, for Upper Canada. 
Mr. A, A. Dorion has becn appointed Attorney-General for 
Lower Canada. 





OBITUARY. 


JAMES GRANT, ESQ., BARRISTER-AT-LAW. 
We have to record the death of one who was much ded, 
and will be long-lamented. Mr. James Grant, of the Middle 
Temple, died within that Inn on Thursday, the 4th instant. 
He was one of those patient, laborious, self-denying workers, 
who, happily for the public needs, are not rare in the back 
benches of the bar. Ewer a student of the law, even while 
engaged in its drudgeries he found time to follow its principles 
into the recesses of ancient learning, and great was his success 
and his delight in discovering in the pages of black letter, 
maxims and judgments almost prophetically apt for the deter- 
mination of modern questions. 

His regard for ancient law was no bland admiration, but the 

discriminating reverence which discovers and extricates from 
the neglected dust the precious creations of antiquity, A 
model of legal noting his library on every page of every 
volume -will be found posted with the latest decisions, the 
newest Acts of the Legislature, and these collated with, and 
illustrated by, the acute reasoning of old time, Materials he 
daily amassed for some future work as a legal author, for in 
this field alone had he acquired any share of that fame which 
is the very breath of life to a lawyer in his career. ‘‘ Grant 
on Corporations,” “ Grant on Banking,” “ Grant’s Reports of 
Registration Cases,” &c., &c., are household words to the pro- 
fession. Written in a clear forcible style, their author's 
meaning is never in doubt. They show that knowledge of old 
and new which all who knew him ascribe to him. - Both, 
but especially the first, were achieved by enormous labour, 
Short was the space, computed by months or weeks, that 
he took to himself for their completion, but the hours 
were many. An undue proportion of each day was allotted 
othe task. Day, and night’s waking time were occupied with 
the work. Exhaustion and weakness came upon his body, but 
his mind was a hard taskmaster, The tale of bricks must be 
made even without straw. His spirit panted with generous 
mbition to leave a mame behind when he should depart, 
that he had not lived in vain. His constant hope was to 
perfect some great work and bequeath it as a legacy 
of usefulness to his fellow men ; but his strength failed him. 
Warnings came, bodily ailment, and loss of memory. These 
were disregarded as the shuffling of a lazy slave pleading for 
idleness, At length his mortal sickness seized him. ‘Three 
weeks did his frame struggle in hopeless battle for life, The 
cold hand of death has chilled the body, while at last, its fifty- 
four years of struggle over, the spirit enters into rest. 

In his social life he was blameless, full of ae anxiety 
for the welfare of others, particularly solicitous for the young. 
His tone was to these almost paternal, yet never officions. 
Numbers knew him, and to know was to and esteem. 
He was one of the few of whom it may justly be said that his 








character might traly be gleaned from the opinions of men 
beforé his death. His friends {need not ask on his behalf the 
courtesy which follows to the grave. Justice need not yield to 
mercy, affection not condescend to flattery, in considering his 
merits, Though secrecy has not in her stores aught for the 
judgment of the first, she might furnish much for the gratifi- 
— of the last. ; 

e is gone—a patient, noble spirit has departed. We would 
not intrude our private grief, but it would be a public wrong if 
such merit went unnoticed, 

Mr. Grant, after a career at Cambridge of credit and 
honour to himself, was for some years on the staff of the 
Times and other journals, and contributed largely to reviews 
and other literary undertakings, especially the Law Review, 
He practised for some years asa p pee ores and was called 
to the Bar in 1851, when he joined the Northern Circuit. 
an advocate he was not successful; but as a learned, consci- 
entious arbitrator he was well known. He reported the de- 
cisions of the Common Pleas for the Jurist with faithfulness and 
expedition. In the summer circuit of 1862, Mr. Baron Wilde 
presented him with a revisorship—a gracefal act of kindness , 
which greatly affected him; for he was surprised at the friend- 
ships he excited, attributing them to kindness of his 
friends—not to any merits of his own. 


: SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOLICITORS’ AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

The seventeenth annual general meeting of this society was 
held on the 30th ult., John Smale Torr, Esq., in the chair. 
report of the directors was read, from which it appeared that 
145 policies, assuring the sum of £104,426, and yiel anew 
premium income of £3,015 0s. 9d., were effected the 
past year, Within the same period the sum of £13,580 Ils. 
ld.. was paid in t of claims (including bonus additions) 
resulting from the deaths of twenty-two lives, assured under 
twenty-nine policies. By the statement of ipts and expen- 
diture, which has been sent to every ietor, it will be seen 
that the receipts of the year, after deducting the amount of 
claims before mentioned, together with all other ou 
charges, have added upwards of £15,600 to the society’s 
fund. The number of policies in force at the termination of 
the year was 1,944, the amount assured £1,066,833, and the 
premium income £33,060. The investments continued to 
realize an average rate of interest of about 4} per cent., and, 
with the premiums payable under existing jes, gave an 
annual income of £40,860. : 

In compliance with certain of the resolutions passed at the 
extraordinary general meeting, held on the 4th and 28th days 
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of November last, the directors the necessary deeds of 
arrangement to be prepared for effectuating the con- 
templated by such resolutions, and p' to ly for the 


requisite assents of the shareholders,—and contempor 
therewith, the directors gave notice of their intention to apply 
for Parliamentary powers, in case the requisite assents for 
carrying out the change by deed should not be obtained. In 
consequence of the dissent of a few shareholders, it was deemed 
expedient to suspend the progress of the deeds, and to 
deavour to obtain an Act of Parliament for effecting the 
jects desired. A bill for that purpose was accordingly 

and introduced into the House of Lords, where it was read a 
second time and committed ; but, it was very doubtful whether it 
would be allowed to pass. In the event of its being rejected, 
the directors would giye their best attention to the possibility of 
effecting the objects of the resolutions referred to by the means 
originally contemplated. 

Messrs. Samuel Edward John Michael Morris, 
Joseph Noakes Mourilyan, and Withall, who retired 
by rotation, were re-elected as directors of the society; and 
Messrs. Montague Gosset, Robert William Hand, William 
Roberts Harris, Richard Nation, and Thomas Rawlins, who 
retired by rotation, were re-elected as auditors of the society. 


$ 





v THE CIRCUIT SYSTEM, 

By Frepertc Lawrence, Esq. Barrister-at-Law. 

At a meeting of the Juridical Society, held on Monday even- 
ing last, Mr. Lawrence read the following paper on “ The 
Circuit System: its Influence on the Administration of Justice 
and on the Interests of the Bar.” t 
Rumours of partial alterations and dismemberments of the 
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circuits have drawn attention in many quarters to the merits 
and defects of the system as a whole, and I venture to think 
that at the present juncture the subject is not undeserving of 
consideration in this society. The England of to-day, it is 
obvious at the outset, differs very widely indeed from the 
England for which our present circuit system was devised, and 
for which it continued for a long period well adapted. It 
would be marvellous indeed if a plan which satisfied the neces- 
sities of more primitive times—which sufficed for the days of 
the Plantagenets, the Tudors, and the Stuarts—should work 
equally well in a widely different and more complex state of 
society. Not only have we to provide for a densely populated 
commercial and manufacturing nation, in place of a thinly 
peopled agricultural country, but improved methods of loco- 
motion now render results attainable which, however desir- 
able, must have appeared impracticable to the early lawyer 
and legislator. Even at the beginning of the eighteenth cen- 
tury, one or two of the Northern counties could only be visited 
by the circuit judges once a year—that is, in the summer 
time.* Bad roads prevented winter travelling, and hence a 
man charged with murder or manslaughter at Durham or 
Carlisle, might linger in captivity nearly twelve months before 
his trial could come on. I need not point out what facilities 
are now afforded for the accomplishment of the great aim of 
our law—imperfectly attained, but always diligently attempted 
at every period of our history—that of bringing home speedy 
justice to every man’s door. 

Having regard therefore, in the first place, to the interests of 
the public, and in the next place to that of the legal profession, 
ought we not to inquire whether the time has not arrived for 
effecting some radical changes in our circuit system, and for 
adapting it to the altered necessities of modern society? 

The administration of criminal justice claims our first con- 
sideration, A person accused of crime should be brought to 
trial at the earliest period compatible with public convenience 
and the due course of law. If innocent, it is obvious that he 
ought not to be deprived of liberty or kept in suspense a 
moment longer than is absolutely necessary. If guilty, his 
punishment will be all the more efficacious as an example, if 
it speedily follow the commission of the crime. As far as 
eriminal business is concerned frequent assizes are therefore 
preferable to assizes held at long intervals apart. 

With to the civil business of an assize, it may be 
fairly assumed that every honest suitor is desirous of bringing 
his cause to trial at the earliest possible moment. Even the 
defendant who resists what he believes to be an unfounded or 
dishonest claim, would rather be relieved by a speedy decision 
than submit to the torture of “the Jaw’s delay.” The only 
person whom such’ delay can benefit is the defendant who re- 
fuses to satisfy a just demand, or whose only object in resistance 
is to gain time. 

The interests of non-professional persons engaged in the 

inistration of justice at the assizes should be very anxiously 
considered. Particular attention should be paid to the con- 
venience of jurors. Most of them, it must be remembered, 
render important services, at some cost to themselves, and 
without remuneration of any kind. It behoves the Legislature, 
therefore, to take care that their time and labour are carefully 
economised. They should not be kept aws.y from their busi 
ness and families longer than is absolutely necessary, nor 
should they be compelled to visit places to which there is not 
cheap and easy access. Tha same observations apply to wit- 
nesses, with this additional remark, that as their expenses are 
paid either by the public or the suitor, the public and the 
suitors have a direct interest in keeping down the cost of their 
journeys and attendances. 

The judges are highly but not over-paid public functionaries, 
whose time being of the utmost value to the public, should be 
economised 28 much as possible. To harass them with use- 
less journeys—to task them with inferior duties—to employ 
them ia the trial of petty larcenies, instead of confining them 
tos the higher class of judicial business—is obviously impolitic 

From general remarks it would seem to follow that 
assizes should be frequently held in large central towns, easily 
accessible by railway, and with facilities for telegraphic com- 
munication. To the present circuit system the following, 
amongst other objections, may be urged: 

(1.) The t circuit towns are in many instances ill- 
adapted for the transaction of the assize business, and scarcely 
afford accommodation for witnesses, attorneys, jurors, and 
counsel. Some of them are inconveniently si out of the 
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.* See Campbell's “ Lives of the Chief Justices.” 





main and most direct travelling routes, and though formerly 
towns of importance are no longer the principal places of busi- 
ness and resort. A few examples may be cited. The small 
town of Appleby, disfranchised by the Reform Act, is still 
the seat of the assizes for the county of Westmoreland. 
Twenty-two circuit towns have less, and most of them con- 
siderably less, than 10,000 inhabitants, Amongst them, 
besides Appleby, are six places which have under 5,000 
inhabitants, namely, Oakham, Ruthin, Bala, Beaumaris, 
Cardigan, and Wells, and eight or nine that only ex- 
ceed by a few hundreds 5,000 inhabitants, namely, Hert- 
ford, Guildford, Aylesbury, Huntingdon, Abingdon, Monmouth, 
Haverfordwest, and Brecon. When their names are enu- 
merated we are startled to find so many unimportant places 
still retaining their rank as assize towns, whilst some of our 
largest cities have not been promoted to that rank, however 
much the exigences of business may appear to require it. 
Time and change have caused anomalies, which no attempts 
have been made to remove. ‘The business of South Stafford- 
shire, for instance, could be more conveniently transacted at 
Birmingham than in the small and not very agreeable or 
important town of Stafford. The former place, which in 1690 
had but 4,000 inhabitants, at the beginning of this century 
had above 70,000, and has now 296,000 inhabitants. The 
latter town, which numbers only about 12,000 inhabitants, is 
an ancient borough, which has rema‘ned stationary, or has 
perhaps receded. On the Home Circuit, again, it may be 
fairly contended that Brighton is a much more convenient place 
for holding an assize than the small town of Lewes, though 
the latter had its castle and county gaol when the former was 
only a fishing village. On the Northern Circuit Liverpool has 
only become an assize town in comparatively recent times. 

(2.) As the amount of business in each county cannot be 
in any way foreshown or predicted, it is extremely difficult to 
apportion the circuit time amongst the different assize towns, 
Great inconvenience consequently arises when there is an un- 
expected quantity of business in one particular place. As 
Bentham observes:—“ The space being marked out, it is for 
the causes to squeeze themselves into it as they can, like negroes 
on the long passage.’ Unfortunately the suitors sometimes 
suffer severely from this pressure, and criminal trials are not 
conducted with the formalities and decorum expected on “ cir- 
cuit.” Prisoners are tried in grand jury-rooms, and not unfre- 
quently are called on to “plead,” to their great mystification 
and annoyance, several times, and in different places. With 
respect to the suitor, at the last moment his cause is settled or 
referred, although he is extremely desirous of having it tried, 
or it is made a remanet, perhaps a still more disagreeable and 
expensive an alternative. 

(3.) The business of an assize is most unequally distributed, 
not merely amongst the circuit towns, but amongst the cir- 
cuits themselves. On the whole Norfolk circuit there are 
often not half as many causes tried as in one of the Northern 
or Home towns. In one or two places the opening of the com- 
mission is a mere matter of form, whilst in other places the 
pressure of business overpowers both jurors and judges. This 
evil is now so fully recognised, that a proposition is said to 
have been made which would have the effect of dividing one 
circuit and extinguishing another; but I can searcely think 
that any such partial remedy will be found effectual. The 
worst anomaly of all is that exceptional and unfair labour is 
imposed upon jurors in particular places. ‘Thus the jurors of 
Surrey are compelled, before the long vacation, to dispose of a 
long array of London causes which have nothing to do with 
the county, and ought certainly, if tried at ail, to be tried in 
the metropolis. 

(4.) The length of time during which suitors and witnesses 
are detained in an assize town (when a cause is entered late), 
is another evil. During a protracted assize the expenses in- 
curred are, in many cases, greatly disproportioned to the im- 
portance of the matter in Sispute between the parties, or the 
sum oo to be recovered. 

(5.) The long and i interval between the circuits 
should also be noticed. Between the spring and summer cir- 
cuits eight months elapse, during which, in most English 
counties, no causes in the superior courts can be tried, unless 
the suitors choose to repair to the metropolis, in which event 
the labour of deciding their differences is most unfairly thrown 
on London and Middlesex jurymen, 

For a system so defective, and so obviously ill-adapted to 
the requirements of the age, is it not possible to devise some 
simpler and more satisfactory mode of procedure? ‘The pre- 
sent circuits, it is submitted, might be now safely abol 
and district courts substituted for them. ‘These courts 
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sit at least three times a year in the chief towns of England, 
for the despatch of business. In this way much valuable time 
might be saved, whilst justice would be more speedily executed. 
Instead of visiting fifty-four places twice a year, the judges 
might with less labour transact all the civil and criminal busi- 
ness of the circuits by sitting in ten or twelve of our largest 
towns—the centres of populous districts, and accessible by the 
most direct lines of railway—three times every year. There 
would not be much difficulty, it is submitted, in selecting the 
most convenient central towns, or in apportioning the amount 
of business to be disposed of in each district. I have already 
referred to Birmingham, and I would take that place as an 
illustration. Prisoners and causes might be certainly tried ‘ 
there from the county of Warwick, the southern part of Staf- 
fordshire, and from portions of Worcestershire, Shropshire, 
Leicestershire, and Northamptonshire, more conveniently than 
in the present circuit towns, Iam aware of the great difficul- 
ties that would have to be encountered in removing ancient 
land-marks, and in the alteration of forms of procedure that 
have subsisted for centuries; nor would I suggest that the 
attempt should be made unless advantages could be secured 
which more than outweighed the dangers and inconveniences of 
innovation. But this is a matter on which discussion is invited, 
-_ it may be added is also one of detail rather than of prin- 
ciple, 

Supposing such district courts could be established, I cannot 
help thinking that great advantages would accrue to the public. 
Some of the evils already glanced at in the present system 
would be mitigated, and some would be removed. The labour 
of the judges would be lightened; jurors, witnesses, and suitors 
would, during the assize time, find better and cheaper accomo- 
dation, and prisoners would be tried and causes disposed of 
at less cost, and in a much shorter time. In support 
of the last assertion, I may state that a barrister (Dr. 
J. Walter Smith) who has investigated the “ judicial statis- 
tics” of several past years, after stating as the result of his in- 
quiries that scarcely two causes a day were on the average 
tried on circuit during the assize time, adds that ‘if these 
causes could all be tried in two or three chief towns of a dis- 
trict, they ‘might be got over as quickly as London causes, 
namely, at the rate of between three and four a day.” * 

A word or two now on the influence of such changes as have 
been indicated on the interests of the Bar. Not that I would have 
it believed for a moment that the interests of the Bar and the 
public can ever really be in conflict, although they may be 
made to appear so, The days have long since passed when 
privileges could be either tolerated or claimed for the benefit 
of the few to the detriment ofthe many, To do our profession 
justice, I am sure that no barrister would permit the question 
before the society to be discussed merely as one which affected 
his own private interests and convenience. But I am inclined 
to think that on the narrow ground of profit and loss, the bar- 
rister would be a gainer by the substitution of the district for 
the present cireuit towns, It is true that competition would be 
increased, and individual cases of hardship and inconvenience 
would occur; but, on the other hand, the practitioner would 
find that by the concentration of business in particular places 
he could both curtail his expenditure and economise his time. 

Iam not unaware that many arguments, into which no 
pecuniary considerations enter, may be advanced in favour of 
the present circuit system. Some of them are in their nature 
rather sentimental than solid, but they certainly deserve our 
attention. It will be said that the circuit mess is an important 
Council of Discipline, and that circuit associations, ties, and tra- 
ditions are valuable aids to the maintenance of a high tone of 
professional honour, and to the encouragement of that confi- 
dential intercourse which is so necessary to the due discharge 
of the often difficult and delicate duties of advocacy. 

To this it may be replied that these advantages, the import- 
ance of which we all admit, are not inseparable from our present 
system, nor‘entirely dependent upon it. Nay, it may be fairly 
assumed, that members of the Bar practising in the same district 
would meet there in larger numbers at the Bar-mess than they 
do in the present circuit towns. Therefore the name would be 
changed, the reality would remain; and it would always con- 
tinue to be both the interest and the duty of the Bar to —— 
the character of their order by enforcing reasonable rules of 
etiquette, and by excluding from their society dishonest and 
unfair practitioners. 

It would be a grave misfortune, let me add, if, in a period of 
change and transition, the members of the Bar, for any sup 
advantage to themselves, or from regard to their social and pro- 





an and Where should our Courts Sit.” By J, W. Smith, LI4D., 
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fessional status, should endeavour to maintain obsolete institu- 
tions, after they have ceased to be serviceable to the 

at large. They cannot ignore the altered circumstances 

are notorious and patent to all classes. Our circuits are still 
retained, but has not more than one revolution taken place in. 

the mode of travelling them? When the circuit Bar rode’ 
through the country with the judges, the stately cavalcade was” 
doubtless much admired, as it resolutely faced the winds of 
March, or ae over the greensward in summer time 

the shade of English oaks. Yet in process of time when 

way roads improved, and ceased to be impassable half the year, 

barristers took advantage of them, like other people, for 

ease and facility of locomotion, though they still endeavoured 

to preserve their exclusive character by avoiding public vehicles, 

and by travelling in private carriages and post-chaises.. When 

the rail began to supersede the road, another revolution was at 

hand, Very timidly at first, but from sheer necessity, the 

circuit Bars trusted themselves to public conveyances. I donot 

believe and have never heard that any mischief has resulted’ 
even from this last innovation. Under the former systems the 

needy circuit barrister had frequently to encounter serious diffi- 

culties. In the old time he was often sorely pinched Ng spr 

his horse. As late as the year 1741 Pratt, afterwards Earl of 
Camden, tl.us writes from the Western Cirenit to afriend: “ Alas! 

my horse is lamer than ever; no sooner cured of one shoulder 

than the other began to halt. My losses in horse-flesh ruin me, 

and keep me so poor that I have scarce money enough to bear me 

out in a summer’s ramble; yet ramble I must if I starve to pay 

for it.” When, again, post-chaises were in vogue and public 

carriages prohibited, necessitous barristers not unfrequently 

walked their circuits—Lord Cawpbell, when a junior member 

of the Oxford circuit, is reported to have done so for three or 

four years, 3 

I have now arrived at the last topic on which I shall trouble 
the society this evening, that of the barriste1s’ circuit expenses, 
These fall very unequally on the members of the present 
circuits. To leaders and juniors in large practice the cost of 
travelling and lodging in the assize towns is hardly a matter 
worthy of consideration. But these expenses press very 
heavily upon the resources of the young and struggling praec- 
titioner. For the privilege of “ going circuit ” he is now taxed 
very heavily, and has to endure much discomfort. In small 
assize towns lodgings are often both dear and bad, and twice 
as much is demanded of the barrister for the use of a mean 
and miserable apartment, as would ensure the most luxurious 
accommodation at a first-class hotel, 

By substituting the district for the circuit town, the Bar 
would be left to greater liberty, better accommodation would 
be obtainable, and expenses considerably lightened. The 
money expended by the junior barrister might be made to bear 
a fair proportion to his moderate share of country business; 
nor would the reduced expenditure, it is submitted, in any way 
impair the dignity, influence, and usefulness of the Bar. 








UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
B, L, EXaMINaTIon,—-Dagc., 1863. 

The vivd voce examination, for candidates for honours in law 
will be held on Monday, the 26th of October, and the following 
days, at 10, a,m., in the Law Schools, Each candidate has to 
write an English essay and to discuss a question of law, For 
the essay the subject is this:—“ What are the limits of the 
Doctrine of Intervention in the Internal Affairs of a State? ” 
For the discussions candidates are recommended to select each 
his subject from the following maxims and _—- 

I.—Equity.—1. Equity follows the law, 2. there is 

i, 3 


Equity looks upon 
as done which ought to be done. See Story’s “ Equity Juris- 
prudence,” sections 56—64. 

IL. Conflict of Laws.—1. The law of a where a con- 
tract is made ought to prevail. 2. Foreign laws must be proved 
as facts to the Court. 3. Crimes are local, and by common 
law exclusively punishable where committed.—Sea Story’s. 
“ Conflict of Laws,” second edition, sections 241 and 620—638, 

III, General Principles.—1. In jure non remota, sed proxi~ 
ma causa spectatur. 2. Actus non facit ream nisi mens sit 
rea. 3, Volenti non fit injuria,—See 

IV. Contracts.—1, Ex nudo 
dolo malo non oritur actio, 3, Caveat emptor. 4. Respondeat 
superior—See Broom's “ Legal Maxims.” ; 

. Evidence,—1, Derivative or second-hand proofs are not 
receivable as evidenge. 2 The opinions of witnesses are not 
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receivable as evidence. 3. Res inter alios acta alteri nocere 
non debet.—See “Best on Evidence,” and Broom’s “ Legal 
Maxims.” 

N.B.—It is requested that notice be given by candidates to 
the Regius Professor of Law at Downing College of their in- 
tention to appear at the examination, and of the question for 
discussion selected by each of them, on or before Friday, the 
16th of October, The order in which they will be examined 
will be published on the door of the Law Schools a few days 
before the examination. 

June 1, 1863, 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 
The following bill for the formation of a new line of rail- 
oe. has been reada third time and passed in the House of 
mons :— 


Hemet Hempsteap aNp Lonpon AND NortH-WESTERN 


Rattway, 
MEETINGS. 
Waterrorp anp Kitkenny Ratiway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 29th 


ult., a dividend at the rate of 1} per cent. per annum was de~ 
clared for the past half-year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES, 


TRE Lonoon anv Paris Horet Company (Lim1vep.) 
Capital £400,000 in 20,000 shares of £20 each. 
A minimum dividend of 6 per cent. guaranteed for the first 


year. 

Solicitors—Messrs. Dawes & Sons, 9, Angel-court, Throg- 
morton -street. 

Notary—Potier de la Berthelitre, 5, Rue du Faubourg St. 
Honoré, Paris. 
_ This company has been formed for the purpose of establish- 
ing a “through system” of hotel accommodation between 
London and Paris, and elsewhere, and all necessary powers 
have been secured in the articles of association for carrying 
out this object. 

Tue Ramscate axp Broapsrarrs Hore. Company 

(Lrurrep.) 
Capital £100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each. 
Solicitors — Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, & Knight, 6, Old 


lewry. 

The object of tliis company is to build a large and handsome 
hotel at each of the above-named places, under one direction, 
and upon the same system; and by the economic action of 
large capital, and well-organized arrangements, to secure 
to shareholders the full benefit to be derived from such now 
eee profitable undertakings when conducted on a large 

e. 





COURT PAPERS, 


Queen’s Bench, 

This Court will, on Saturday the 13th, Monday the 15th, 
Tuesday the 16th, and Monday the 22nd days of June instant, 
and the five following days, hold sittings and will proceed in 
disposing of the cases in the new trial, special, and crown 
papers, and any other matters then pending; and will also hold 
a sitting on Saturday, the 4th day of July, for the purpose of 
giving judgments only. 


Exchequer Chamber, 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument of 
appeals:— 





errors and 
Queen's Bencu. 
Satarday ........... June 13 | Tuesday ............ June 16 
Monday .........0000.. June 15 
Excnequer. 
Weinesday............ June 17 | Thursday ............ June 18 
Common PLEAs. 
Friday cescocrsoseseee June 19 | Saturday ........0 . June 20 








Tue tare Haney Epoxt1, Esq.—The interment of this 
venerable gentleman, who was s deputy lieutenant of Middle- 
sex and Bucks, took place on the 21st instant, in the family 








vault at Ruislip Church. The funeral, which was strictly 
a and unostentatious, was attended by his sons, the Rev. 

. Edgell and Captain Dover Edgell, his son-in-law, Mr. 
Westmacott, and by a grandson. In early life Mr. Edgell was 
appointed by his relative, Lord Chief Justice Eyre, to the office 
of clerk of assize of the Northern Circuit, which he held till 
his death, when he had nearly four months survived the com- 
pletion of his ninety-sixth year. So far back as Easter Term, 
1787, he was admitted a student of Gray’s-inn, was called to 
the Barin 1811, and made a Bencher in 1837; the following year 
he served the office of treasurer of the society, and he continued 
zealously to perform his duties as a bencher until about six 
years since, when, on account of deafness, he retired from 
active life. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

BEAUMONT—On May 25, at Great Coggeshall, Essex, the wife of Joseph 
Beaumont, .» Solicitor, of a son. 

MURRAY—On June |, at the Rectory, Higher Broughton, the wife of 
William Powell Murray, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Registrar of the Court 
of Bankruptcy at Manchester, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

CONSTABLE—BLUNDELL—On May 30, at St. Marylebone, C. G. Con- 
stable, Esq., Captain in her Majesty’s Indian Navy, to Anna Maria, 
eldest daughter of Benson Blundell, of the Middle Temple, Esq., Bar- 


rister-at-Law. 
NAPIER—CHAPMAN—On May 28, at Colty Church, Bridgend, Glamor- 
re, Capt. Charles Frederick Napier (late Rifle Brigade), Chief 
table for the County of Glamorgan, to Agnes Menella, eldest 
daughter of the late Edmund Chapman, Barrister-at-Law, Inner 


Temple. 
PARTRIDGE—NOON—On May 28, at the parish church of Swansea, 
William Partridge, of Tiverton, Solicitor, to Anna, daughter of the late 


Thomas Noon, Esq. 

PAULL—CANNICOTT—On May 48, at Donyatt, Somerset, Mr. Henry 
Pauil, Solicitor, minster, to Mary Ann, second daughter of Mr. John 
Cannicott, of Stibbear, Donyatt. 

DEATHS. 

BAYLEY—On May 25, from the effects of an accident, William Kennedy 
Bayley, Esq., late of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, in his 59th year. 
DAVIES—On May 24, at Surbiton, Elizabeth Martha, wife of the Rev. 
John Humphrey Davies, and only daughter of the late Right Hon. Sir 

Anthony Hart, formerly Lord Chancellor of Ireland. - 

HAMMILL—On March 7, off Ascension, in the 20th year of his age, 
killed accidentally by a fall from the maintop, Hugh St. Clair Hammill, 
Midshipman of H.M.S. Narcissus, second son of the late John Hammill, 
Esq., Police Magistrate, Marylebone. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Morrect, 
Leasehold residence, Dale House, Beulah-hill, Upper Norwood, with 
stables, &c., and meadow.—Sold for £3,300. 
By Messrs. Carnnock & GAtsworTny. 
Leasehold residence, 7, Clarence Lawn, Marine Parade, Dover, Kent.— 
Sold for £970, 
Leasehold residence, 1, Angell-terrace, Brixton; let at £94:19 per 
annum.—Sold for £800. 
Leasehold house, 5, South Side, St, John’s-road ; let at £70 per annum.— 
Sold for £780. 
Leasehold house, 6, South Side, St. John’s-road; let at £70 perannum.— 


Sold for £660, 
By Mr. A. W. Woop. 

Freehold residence, stables, cottage, garden, &c.,and six acres of land 
Hatton Hill Lodge, Windlesham, Surrey.—Sold for £1,770. 

By Messrs, BEapDeL. 

Freehold and part copyhold estate, known as “North House Farm, 
Paglesham, Essex, comprising residence and garden, messuage, home- 
stead, and 53a, 2r. 7p. arable and pasture land.—Sold for £2,600. 

Freehold estate, known as the “ Lordship of Lackford,” comprising 
2,334a. Ir. 3ip.,in the parishes of Lackford and Risby, and known as 
the Hall and Brook Farms, 32 cottages, the advowson rectory house, 
&c., &c.—Sold for £56,000. 

Freehold and part copyhold, “Hoo Farm,” Sutton and Bromeswell, 
Suffolk, comprising residence, farm buildings, &c,, and 999a. Ir, 16p. 
arable, pasture, heath, and woodland.—Sold for £13,700. 

The Manor of Hollesley with Sutton, including all manorial rights and 
privileges attached thereto. —Sold for £7,050, 

By Messrs. Desennam & Tewsow. 

Freehold house and shop, No. 165a, Strand; leased for 21 years from 
June, 1854, at £153 per annum.—Sold for £2,750. 

Freehold, tendane House, Margate, Kent, with stabling, two cottages, 
and three acres of grounds.— for £2,100, 
rechold residence, Granville-rd, South Fields, Wandsworth.—Sold for 


Freehold house and shop, No. 13, Scuth-st, Rye-lane, Peckham,—Sold for 


£430. 
Freehold dwelling-house, adjoining the above:—Sold for £325. 
By Messrs. Dawizt Surra, Son, & Oakey. 
Freehold rent-charges in lieu of tithes, arising out of land at Hendon, 
x,commuted at £104; 6:7 per annum.—Sold for £390, 
Freehold Grove House, Acton, and piece of building land, in 
all about seven acres.—Sold for £4,500. 
By Mr, Rosins, 
Leasehold residence, No. 28, Upper Se’ r-st, Portman-eq ; term, about 
67 unexpired ; ground rent £6 per annum until Lady Day, 1872 
and £10 per annum for the remainder of the term,—Sold £1,500, 
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Leasehold coach house and stable, with rooms over, in rear of the above 
term, about tw five years, at a peppercorn.— Sold for £425, 

Leasehold premises, No. ye Maddox-st, Regent-st ; term, 57 years unex- 

pired; ground rent, £68 per annum ; let at £143 per annum.—Sold for 
Br 010. 

Four. Perpetual Annuities, amounting to £68 10s., secured and payable 

the South-Western Railway Company.—Sold for £1,545. 

By oor Joun Berry. 

Leasehold houses, No. 33, 34, and 35, Collier-street, Caledonian-road.— 
Sold for £430. 

mr house, No. 47, Charlotte-street, Caledonian-road.—Sold for £240. 

old houses, No. 48, Charlotte-stree it, 45, ean ae 
— “r, ——— Caledonian-road.— Sold for £920. 
By Messrs. Hammonp & Emoart. 

Freehold dwelling house, No, 31, Castle-street, Long-acre; let at £50 per 
annum.—Sold for £600. 

Freehold house, No. 16, Little Chapel-street, Soho; let at £25 per annum. 
—Sold for £360. 

Set of chambers, ground floor, No. 10, King’s Bench-walk, Inner bm ll $ 
held upon the life of a member of the Inner Temple, aged 59, subject to 
the payment of £5 5s. 4d. per annum; let for £100 per a euene ane 
for £740. 

Policy in the Law vty parr che on the life of a gentleman aged 59 

ears.—Sold 

Policy in Legal and General Life Office for £1,000, on the life of a gentle- 
man aged 48 years,—Sold for £340. 

Policy in the Law Life Office on the life of a gentleman aged 48 for £200. 
—Sold for £105, 

By Mr. Morton. 


y 

Freehold ground-rent, No. 21 to 28, Ashley- place, Westminster, value 
£140 per annum.—Sold for £3,600. 

Freehold ground-rent of £240 per annum, No, 103, Victoria-street, West- 
minster.—Sold for £6,000. 

Freehold residence, Kensal-villa, Kensal-green, with coachhouse, stable, 
&e.—Sold for £900. 

Freehold residences, Nos. 3 and 4, Kensal-place, Kensal-green.—Sold for 


£550. 
Freehold residences, Nos. 1, 2, and 3, Kensal-terrace, Kensal-green.—Sold 


for £1,020. 
By Messrs. Coss, 

Freehold and Leasehold Grazing Estate, Flacks and Upluse Marshes, in 
the parish of Faversham, Luddenham, and Oare, Kent, containing 
177a, Ir. 30p. pasture and arable land, —Sold for £6,260, 

Freehold Estate, called Kemsley, Milton, Kent, containing 63a. 3r, 2p. of 
fruit, pasture, and marsh la: Sold for £4,200, 

Freehold ground-rents of £35 per annum, Nos. 15, & rod Pembridge-place, 
Westbourne-Grove, West, Bayswater. —Sold for £8 

By Mr. Marsu. 

Leasehold ground-rent of £64 rer annum, secured on Green = Granary, 
Bermondsey ; term 70 years from December, 1826.—Sold for £500. 

Leasehold ground-rent of £68 per annum, secured on premises in New 
Church-street, Bermondsey.—Sold for £550. 

Dee: — and shops, Nos. 2 & 3, Wellington-road,'Kentish-town.— 

r 

tear Po and shops, Nos. 4, 5, & 6, Wellington-road, Kentish-town. 
—Sol £850. 

Leasehold residence, No. 6, Southampton-street, Strand; term, 9 years 
from Lady-day last, at ‘£76 per annum.—Sold for £270. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Protessional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farivar, May 29, 1863. 
Archer, Edward Peter, & James Morton, ones am, Attorneys- 
at-Law and Solicitors. By mutual consent. Marc’ 
Wright, Newenham Chas, & Geo Wm Crook, 10 Bloonsbury -8q, Soli- 
citors and Attorneys. By mutual consent. May 28. 


GMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, May 29, 1863, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 


Fire Annihilator Company.—The Master of the Rolls has appointed 
William Henry McCreight, of 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, Official 
few amy ve of this company. Creditors are to prove eir debts on or 

fore June 





Tvespay, June 2, 1863. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Equitable and Economic £100 Je sone and Midland Counties £25 
Money Society.— Cred on or before June 23, tosend 
their names and addresses, and the culars of their debts or claims, 
and the names and addresses of their solicitors, to J. Bagnall, Oldbury, 
Worcester, Official Liquidator of the societies. 

Pheenix Life Assurance Company.—V. C. Wood will, on June 15, at 12, 
proceed to make a call on all co contributories of this company. 

General Steam Fuel C ear (hed ed) etitio for winding-up, 
ener! m Fuel Company (Limited) —Petition ¥ 
sented May 30, will be heard before V. C. Wood on June 12, Mattews 
& Greetham, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitors for the petitioner. 





Prior, Harriot, Charmouth, Dorset, Spinster. July 10, Roberts, Buck- 
Whitehead, Jessup, W Lincoln, Farmer. 5 , 
essup, Wainfleet, ‘armer. Sept 1 Bouren' On, 


Tuespar, June 2, 1 
Chins, Peter Jas, Gt Amwell, Hertiord, oe. July 11. Longmore 
cunt Geo, Bewdley, Worcester, Victualler. Aug!. Nicholas & Pardoe, 
Francis, John, Alfred-ter, Upper Holloway, and Harcourt-buildings, 

— ave July 6. span token nae a ee 
—— Wilson-st, Finsbury -sq, Tailor. July 6, St. 
— me Wilson-st, Finsbury-sq, Tailor. July 6. Jackson, St 
's-pl. 


Leeming, Ann, Bath, Spinster. June 24. Bradshaw, Bath. 
Mackford, Mary, Everton, Lpool, Spinster. Aug 1. Lowndes & Co, 


Pi Ra = am Middix, Market Gardener. 3. 
Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge.” om 


—— ohn, Faversham, Kent, Captain, R.N. July 6. Tassel, 

ave! am. 

magwick. Joe, Hutton Reddy, York, Gent. July 8, Newby & Co, Stock- 
ton-on-T: 


Swift Jas, Lincoln's inn- “fields, out of business. July 16. Rae, Mincing- 
Tayler, Ann, Bristol, Widow. iy | 15. , Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Taylor, John, Bristol, Proprietor the Belcod Mirror. July 15. Ley, 
Vidal, Emeric Essex, Brighton, a retired Paymaster of HLM.'s Navy. duly 
a f 
23." Strickland, Bt . Fi 
ne Tifracombe, Devon, Spinster. July 3. Pearse & Crosse, South- 
m 
Wardle, Jas, Leek, Stafford, Gent. July 10. Challinor & Co, 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Prod. 
Fripar, May 29, 1863. 
eg Jas, Oughtibridge, York, Grocer. June 26. Rodgers v. Garside, 
Morral,Eawar Edward, Studiey, Warwick, Draper. July 1. Morrall ». Morrall, 
indersley. 
Newby, Hy Sy Wigorn, Worcester, Farmer. July 1. Newby +e. 


Newby, V.C. 
Pollard, John, Stamford, Lincoln, Butcher, June 25. Hurry v. Pollard, 
tuart. 


V.C. Stua 

Towsey, Edward, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane, Solicitor. July 1. Towsey 
v. Groves, V.C. Kindersley, 

= Chas, » Stafford, Gent. June 23. Cope v. Henshaw, 


TouEspaY, June 2, 1863. 
Ball, John, Twickenham, Potato Dealer. June 23. Ball v. Ball, M.R. 
Ferneley, Moses, Mottram-in-Longdendaie, Chester, Surgeon. June %9. 


Ferneley v. Hartley, V. C. Stuart. 
—_ Jonathan, Wileot, Wilts, Farmer, July 1. Grant e. Gould, V.C y 
Migeridge, ieee, Gloucester-st, Hokton, Spinster. June 22. Bell 
Moggridge, M. R. 
Assignments for Benekt of Creditors. 
TusspayY, June 2, 1863, 
Brookes, Wm, Wm Hy Brookes, John Shaw Po wwe tg Edw Brookes, 
Sheffield, Merchants. May 25. Sheffield. 
Moore, Wm, Little London Works, Norton, fe og Scythe Manufacturer. 
May 16. Bramley & 
Singleton, Rchd, Tranneths, Trover, Lancaster, Yeoman, May 3!. Park, 


7. John Sidda, & Ben Skelton, Worksop, Grocers. May 19. Whall, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fawar, May 29, 1863. 
Ade, Jas, Newick, Susssex, Dealer in Corn. 30. 28, 
Borrill, Joshua Kot, Wednesbury, Stafford, Pe an may ay a 


y 27. 
Drasington, W . Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Boot Manufacturer. May 23. Ass. 
eg May 28 
eet Daniel, Ashton-nnder-Lyne, Beerseller. May 6, Asst. Reg 
May 2 


Burton, David, Plymouth, Timber Dealer. 16. Conv. Reg May 28. 
Burton, Wm Dinzey, bo R Yarmouth, Printer. May 1. ieee ee 
Butcher, V ig Fredk, Elizabeth-pl, Westminster-rd, 


9. 
Coie, Sais , Se’ Printer. 26. Asst. v7. 
Drewe pu! y, serena. Oxford, Ne sonia hae. Reg 


Dennen, “John, Strand, Boot Dealer. May 22. Asst, Reg May 28. 
a, 9, Andrew, Bexten-epen-irwel Lancaster, Land Surveyor. May 3. 









22 23 . . 85. Pur by, J ear a hago Reg 28, 
" Crevitors under > f Vict. cay ie r Ja, Binge, '- aw had * 
Lat Dey ene johnson, Geo, Derby, Grocer, May 16. fm 4 
or Faray, May 29, 1863. tng aay 3. ont Gillen 


— Hy, , Charlies, Galodevioncrd, Poston 


Cook, John sg ae Oxford, Farmer. Sept 29. Price & Son, Burford, p. Reg May 26. 
on, Ale Kennedy, aed, dest teeesticnen Theat Tee Dealer, April30. Cony, Reg 


or — Alex, Maryon-rd, Charlton, nr Woolwich, a Major-General in 
mg sig duly 18. Smith, Essex-st. May 27. 
ware, ne, arrison's- wharf, Little Thames-st, Wharfinger. Aug ae, —" & Geo Bignall, Lpool, Drysalters. April 29. 


ny Hopewell, cmap Wood-st, Chipping Barnet, Grocer. July 25. George, 
Jauncey, John, Hoiling’s-hill, Mathon, Worcester, Gent. Augl. Mase- 
tela, | nde ling ’ , , ug 


ys 
Mason, Thos, York,Gent. July 1. Newton & Co, York. 
Metinawes Thos, Castle Cary, Somerset, Manufacturer. June 29, Russ, 


» Ww: ’ . 
Parr, m Septimus, Shrewsbury Post Office Surveyor. June 24. Barnes, 


ition Jos, Overton, Grocer. May tl. Asst. Reg May 27. 


Soar ar Greser. Sia. ay 9.6 ous 2. 


Pateor, ihos, super- Mare, Builder. 
Pant, Ben) iforatio, Gray inn an, Feeaiail Chou May ¥. ia 


ay ay mucees, SPE Farmer. wad g i es 
Mprioten, May 1 Gone eg ap 
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Preston, aw Gemezeal, York, Cloth Manahneturer. April 29. Asst. 
‘Rusher, Jos, Cardiff, Stationer. May 27. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Sankey, Edw Fitzwilliam, Beckley, Sussex, Surgeon. fay 23. 


Reg May 
= Chas Waters, Filey, York, Surgeon. May 2. Conv. 


Storey, Lydia Eliz, Sheffield, Clothigr. May 7. Conv. Rez May 28. 

West, Hy Jas, Coventry, Chemist. April 30. Asst. Reg May 28. 

Willder, Jas, jun, Belper, Derby, Victualler. May 2. Ass. Reg May 25. 

Wood, Rot, Brandon, Essex, Miller. May 2. Comp. Reg May 27. 

Wrightson, Chas Andrew, Cloudesley- rs Islington, Clerk in the Custom 
House. "May 23. Asst. Reg May 27 

ToEsDaY, pao 2, 1863. 
vam . Chas Siddall, Gracechurch-st, Merchant. May 15. Asst. Reg 
une 

_ Bessell, Chas, Bristol, Warehouseman. May 13. Conv. Reg June 1. 

Blackburn, Saml, — in Norland, Halifax, Waste Dealer. May 15. 
Asst. Reg May 29. 

Briggs, John, York, Grocer. May 6. Conv. Reg June 2. 

Davies, Evan, Mountain Ash, Lianwonuo, Giamorgan. Grocer. May 26. 
Comp. eg thee 

Donaldson, Colin, Landport, Portsea, Baker. May 23. Cony. Reg May 29. 

— Reha, Ross, Hereford, General-shop Keeper. May 4. Asst. Reg 

‘une 1. 
Garrett, John, Norwich, Draper. May 4. Asst. Reg June 1. 
py tow a Jos, James- -st, Adelphi, Attorney-at-Law. May 16. Asst. 


Conv. 
Reg 


pres Jas, London Wall, Colour Manufacturer. May 15. Conv. Reg 
Gough Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Butcher. May 16. Cony. Reg 
lay 29. 

Graham, ‘Jos, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Tailor, May 4. Conv. 
Reg June |. 

Handley, Wm, ae Top, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Builder. May 16. 
Conv. Reg June ! 

Harrington, Jas, Aldgate, High-st, Carcase Butcher. May 5. Cony. 
Reg May 29. 


Hollis, Wm, Kimbolton, Huntingdon, Grocer. May 13. Conv. Reg June 1. 
Jeffs, Wm, ae Arcade, Piccadilly, Foreign Bookseller. May 11. 
Comp. Reg May 29 
a 05 Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Provision Dealer. May 16. Asst. 
March 31. Comp. 


Jane |. 
John Wm, Birm, Stay Manufacturer. 
Reg June 2. 
Leak, Abraham, South Sea House, Threadneedle-st, Timber Merchant. 
May il. Asst. Reg May 29. 
Midgiey, John, Knowl Top, near Clitheroe, Lancaster, Farmer. May 4. 
Conv. Reg May 29 
Mitchell, Jca, Stokes Croft, Bristol, Plumber. May 16. Conv. Reg June 1. 
— ey gee Fancy Repository Proprietor. May 6. Asst. 
y 20. 
Ranson, Albert, ag Suffolk, Buteher. May 19. Conv. Reg May 29. 
Shiphan, Edw ottingham, Painter. May 11. Asst. Reg June 2. 
Sims, John, Garway, ereond, Shopkeeper: May 23. Asst. keg June 1. 


Reg 


Asst. Reg May 30. 


Wilkins, Jno, Luton, jord, Stationer. May 15. Cony. Reg May 28. 
Willison, ‘be uns Lambeth-walk, Lambeth, out of business. May 11. 
Wistis, The Rev Frederic Thos Wm, Rayleigh, Essex. May 20. Comp. 
> f 
Wat, Hy, North Shields, Jeweller. May 20. Asst. Peg June 1. 
BGankrupts. 
Ferar, May 29, 1863. 
To Sarrender in London. 


Adams, Richd, —_ Eesex, Gardener. June 16 at 
ii. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 


Archer, John Chapman, Uakicy-sq, Middix, Banker's Clerk. Pet May 27. 

June 16 at 1. George & Armstrong, Sise-lane 

Ges, . Pet May 2%. Jane 16 at 11. Beard, 

st. 

Dobbins, Geo Jdhn, Albert-ter, Westbourne-grove, Ironmonger. Pet 
May %. June i6at 12. Lindsey & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Thos Wm, High-st, Peckham, Carver and Gilder. Pet May 26. 
Jane Gat il. Ody, Trinity st, Southwark. 

Fernez, Victor de, Ockenion-r4, istinzton, out of business. Pet May 26. 
June atl, Bevan & Whitting, Uid Jewry. 
raukiin, EAmon4 et, Southampton-st, Camberwel), Victualler. 
Pet May 2%. Sune i6 at 12. Kennett, Gt Koight Rider-st. 

F rier, cum Kaker, Uimetme, or) Biackemith. Vet May 2%. June 

rok, 

st, St Marylebone, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 22. 

estes, G Usion-ct, Ud Brosd-st. 

Gems, Julius Wm, Sicane-st, Carver and Gilder. Pet May 27. June 16 


Hare, id Jewry. 
, Alex, Deal, Viewmalier. Yet May 27. June 16 at 11. Marshall 


Pet May 27. 


& Sn, Hatton. 
Hy , Hardmondsworth, nr Hounslow, Veer Seller. Vet May 26, 
Sune 3 att. Sylvester, Great Dover-st, 
, Autsew Geo, Edward Vict Yerris, Mark-lanc, and Landore, 
a, Aka UM ere. Pe May %. Jane 9 at 1. Linklaters, 
Wathoork. 
Sonal GND ott Sas Sores, as before aAvertived). 
Less, Kiewt, , Sumen, Varmer. Vet May %. June 9 ati. 
White, Lane’s-ion. 


Astitios, Chns Winder, Lacter- us Peckham, Accountant, Vet May 26 





Sor yeu). Jase 6 at ii. thige. % 
Oren, High, W. Shippmg Batcher. Pet May®%. Junes 
ai. Waier, Conc n, Nannon boone, i 





Rowe, Chas Jas, oak na tees Waa Yet 
2. sume a 2. 


- 











Tabrar, Geo, Goswell-st, Clerkenwell, Brass Finisher. Pet May 26. June 
8atl. Scott, Staple-inn. 

Wells, Wm Hy, Manchester-st, King’s-cross, Comm Agent. Pet May 26. 
June 8 at Il. be 

Whitcombe, Hy Pen Colchester, Solicitor and Attorney-at-Law. 
Pet May 27. June 9 at 2. Duffield, Cornhi 

Winscomb, Alf Lewis, Churton-st, Pimlico, Baker, Adj May 18, June 
8at1l2. Aldridge. 

Wood, Chas Thos, Penge, Assistant to a Licensed Victualler. Pet May 25. 
June 8 at 12. Greatorex, Chancery-lane. 

Wright, Saml Edmonds, Naseby Lodge, Northampton, Farmer. Pet May 
27. June 9at2. Kingdon & Williams, Laurence-lane, and Shield & 
White, Northampton. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bazley, Wm, Whipton, Devon, Innkeeper. Pet May 28. Excter, June 13 
at 10. Floud, Exeter. 

i John, Dudley, Currier. Pet May 26. Birm, June 19 at 12. Maltby, 

udiey. 

Clixby, Elizabeth, Yawthorp, Lincoln, Farmer, Adj May 20. Gains- 
borough, June 16 at 10. 

Codd, Edward Saml, Plymouth, Mine Agent. Pet May 26. Exeter, 
June 17 at 10. Kelly, Plymouth, and Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Davis, Luke, Wolverhampton, Cattle Dealer. Pet. Wolverhampton , 
June ll at 12. Turner, Wolverhampton, 

Fitter, Thos, Buaker-st, Salihenth Sansa Dirwingtem, out of business. 
Pet May 26. Birm, June 15 at 10. Duke, 

Franklyn, John, Fishguard, Pembroke, Lieut. my Her M.’s Navy. Adj 
May 11. Haverfordwest, June 10 at 12, 


How, John Thos, Totnes, Boot Maker. Pet May 25, Totnes, June 13 at 
ll. Floud, Exeter. 
Hutchinson, Wm, Winton, Westmorland, Carpenter, Pet May 27. 
Appleby, June 12 at 11. Thompson, Appl eby. 
Jackson, Joseph, Penrith, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 23, Penrith, June 8 
at10. Arnison, Penrith. 
Keniston, Harriet, Bath, Ladies’ Outfitter. Pet May 18. Bath, June 10 
atii. Bartrum, Bath. 
Kirby, Benjamin, St Neot’s, Huntingdon, Cap Maker. Pet May 22. St. 
Neot’s, June 11 at 12. Wilkinson & Butler, St Neot’s. 
Lioyd, Edward, Penyboutfawr, Pennant, Montgomery, Innkeeper. Pet 
ped 27. Lpool, June il at12, Evans & Co, 7 a and Pugh, Llan- 
yllin. 
Musson, Thos Fillingham, Hose, Leicester, Farmer. Pet May 19. Not- 
tingham, June 22 at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 
Mycroft, Robt, Sheffield, Builder. Pet May 23. Sheffield, June 10 at 2. 
Binney, Sheffield. 
Nichols, Jas Chas, jun, Fradley, § — Comm Agent. Pet May 25. 
Lic! . June 8 atl. Crabb, Ruge 
Powell, Benj, Wolverhampton, Butcher, Pet. Wolverhampton, June 11 
at i2. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 
Reddish, Saml Woodward, Nottingham, Keaioets. Pet May 26. Not- 
tingham, June 10 at ll. Danks, Nottingha 
Rock, Jabez, Old Hill, Rowley Regis, Nail Wachithives. Pet May 15 
(for pau). Staffurd, J une $8 atli. Spilsbury, Stafford. 
tose, Wm, Nottingham, Naturalist. Pet May 25. Nottingham, June 
10 at li. Payne, Nottingham. 
Salter, Nathan, Bath, Plasterer. Pet May 23. Bath, June 10 at 11, 
Bartram, Bath. 
Summerskill, Robt, Great Grimsby, Carrier's Agent. Pet May 26. Great 
Grimsby, June 12 at 11. Veal, Great Grimsby. 
Taylor, John, Tarleton, Grocer. Pet May 25, Ormskirk, June 9 at 2. 
Parr, Ormskirk. 
Wheeler, Geo Hy, Bishopwearmouth, Joiner. Pet May 23, Durham, 
June 8 at 12. Thompson & Lisle, Darham. 
White, Jas, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet May 26. Not- 
tingham, June 10 at il. Heath, Nottingham 
Wilson, Jas, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet May 18, Ulyer- 
ston, June 15 at 11.30. Relph, Ulverston, 
Wilson, Saml, Thetford St Cuthbert, Norfolk, Machine Manufacturer. 
Pet May 25. Thetford, Jane 9 at 12. Tillett, Norwich, 
Wi'son, Thos, Doncaster, Painter. Pet May 27. Doncaster, June 13 at 
2. Smith, Doncaster. 
Worrall, Elisha, Salford, Boot Maker. Pet May 2l. Salford, June 
9.30. Ambler, Manch, 
Tvespay, June 2, 1863, 
To surrender in London. 
Athow, Francis, College-st, Fulham-rd, out of business. Pet May 27 (for 
pau). June 15 at 12, rid 
pene Hy Abraham, Green- “St, Bethnal-green, Middix, Beer-house 
Keeper. Pet May 29. June 16at 1%. Binns, Trinity-sq, Southwark. 
Barber, Wm, London-rd, Bromley, Middix, Assistant to a Dairyman, 
Pet May 30, June 16 at 12, Wood, Coleman-st-buildings. 
Bruce, Geo Butcher, King-st, Snow hil), Comm Slaughterman, Pet May 
27 (for pau). June toatl. Aldridge. 
Campbell, Geo Ldw, Southampton-row, Russell- -#q, Middlx, Hotel Keeper. 
Pet May 0. June 18 atl. Pope, Austin Friars 
Clode, Chas, Arbour- alee Stepney, out of business, Pet May 27 (for pau). 
June 16 at 1, ‘alma aaaa Ph a 
Collins, Alfred, rewerest, ent-st, Preparer of “yn ‘apers. 
Pet May 27. “June 15 at I, Padmore, Water-nt, Blackfriars, 
Cons, Freak, jun, Kingsbridge-ter, Malden-rd, Kentish-town, Planoforte 
J het May ’ Hill, Besinghall-st ) 


Key Maker. Vet May 26, June 18 at 12, 

oad, Geo, ier st Notting-hill, out of business, Pet May 20, June 
16 at 12 Nb fon, Hatton-garden, 

Ford, ¥reak may - 4 gama Middix, Carpenter, Pet May 30, June 
16 at2, Lanndy, Vawex-st, Strand, 


Gallafent, Arthur, Cable-st, Whitec woe Assistant to a Greengrocer, 
Pet May 28, June i6 at 12. Marshall & Bon, Hatton-garden, 

Gaylard, Thos, Wellington Mews, Ledbury-rd "North, Kayswater, of no 
business, Vet May 27. June i# att, , Old 


Gentle, Jom, Orenard-pl Cavenee. rd, Hackney, out of b . Pot May 
wm. June batt, Marsha — Lincoln’ inn-flelds, 
Gray, Wm, Church et, Hackney, Dyer, Pet May 20. June 16 a! 12, 
ein, Roret. 
Harris, K ns, South Hackney, out of business, Pot May 


Kennet, 
25, Junelomt, Chisley, O14 Jewry, 
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Haynes, Chas, High Holborn, Hotel wagers. Pet May 30. June 15 at 11. 
Anderson & Stanford, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. ‘ 

Leigh, Hy, Catherine-st, Limehouse-fields, Beershop Keeper, Pet May 27 
(for pau). June lGat 12. Aldridge. 

Middleton, Geo, Oakficld-villa, Haverstock- perk, Middix. Pet May 28. 
June 16 at 1. Buchanan, Walbrook-buildings. 

Terry, Wm Thos, Clarence-pl, Clapham-rd, Pork Butcher. Pet May 30, 
June 15 at 11. Scott, Staple-inn. 

Piff, Edwin, High-street, Epsom, Saddler. Pet May 26, June 15 at 12. 
Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Pilbeam, Thos, Prince’s-place, Dorset-st, Clapham-ré, Engineer, Pet 
May 30. June 15 at 12. Weils, Moorgate-st. 

Ruttledge, Thos, Mordan- wharf, East Greenwich, Foreman in the Com 
posite Paving Works. Pet May 27 (for pau). June 15 at Al. aidsiane. 

Selves, Wm Gurnett, Strand, Tobacconist, Pet May 25. June 15 at 1. 
Cooper, Charing-cross, 
Sims, Wm, Buckingham-st, Fitzroy-sq, Chair Maker. Pet May 29. 
poy 15 at ‘Li. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

wis Ooms U 4 a aaa Butcher, Pet May 29, June 15 at 

. Hill, a 

Wooldridge, Francis Wm, Erith, Kent, Butcher, Pet May 27. June 15 

atil, Russell & Son, Queen-st, Cheapside, 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bailiff, Jas, Wallasey-view, Tranmere-park, Chester, out ofemploy, Pet 
May 30. Birkenhead, June 18 at 10. Rymevr, Liverpool. 

Ball, Jas, Heolrhydd, Brecknock, Labourer. Pet May 30, Brecknock, 
June 17 at 12. Bishop, Brecknock. 

Bennett, Wm Hy. Lincoln, Labourer. Pet May 28. Lincoln, June 11 at 
11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Board, Geo} Bridgwater, Somerset, Timber Dealer. Pet May 28. Exeter, 
June 16 at 1. Reed, Bridgwater, and Clarke, 

Clyne, Saml, Birm, Tailor, Pet May 30. Birm, June is at 10. J.& W. 
Brown, Birm, 

Crabtree, Chas, Oldham, Grocer. Pet May 25. Oldham, June 18 at 12, 
Andrews, Manch. 

Daglish, Jno, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Pet May 5, Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne, June 17 at 10. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Elsden, Jas, Soham, Cambridge, Innkeeper. Pet May 29. Soham, June 
12 af 11. Bye, Soham. 

Fairbrother, Jas, Hasiingden, Lancaster, Greengrocer. Adj May 13. 
Manch, June 26 at 12, Gardner, Manch. 

a sp Saml, Birm, Tailor. Pet May 27. Birm, June 22 at 12. East, 


Gray, Jas, Sheffield, Joiner. Pet May 30, Leeds, June 13 at 10. Smith 
& Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Hargreaves, Jas, Woodbottom Mill, nr Todmorden, Lancaster, Cotton 
Manwfacturer. Pet May 20. Manch, June i5at ll. Sale & Co. 

Hooper, Wm, Bridgwater, Somerset, Painter. Pet May 28. Bridgwater, 
June 17 at 10. Barham, Bridgwater. 

Hughes, Rehd, Pwdweli dere Draper. Pet May 29. Liverpool, 
June 16 at 12. Evans & Co, Li I. 

Kemp, Thos, Pontrhydfendigan, "Cnaiges, Innkeeper. Pet May 16. 
Aberystwith, June 17 at 10. Vaughan, Aberystwith. 

Lees, Jno, Lower-moor, Oldham, Tailor, Pet May 22. Oldham, June 18 
at 12. Lowe, Oldham. 

Lever, Wm, Bury, Cab Proprietor. Pet May 23. Bury, June 11 at 11. 
Crossland, Bury. 

Marshall, Jno, Dewsbury, Fruiterer. Pet May 27. Dewsbury, June 19 
atll, Scholes & Son, Dewsbury. 

Morgan, Jos, Hereford, Banker, and Francis Hamp Adams, Ross, Here- 
ford, Banker. Pet May 19. June 19 at 12. James & Co, Birm. 

Poole, ‘Caroline Elizabeth, ppeiverts — 9 of business. Pet May 28. Ports- 
mouth, June 13 at ll. Stening, Po 

Roberton, Sami Chas, High-st, Gosport Pe , Peruquier. Adj May 18. Ports- 
mouth, June 13 at 11. Paffard, 

Robins, Edwin Thos, Burnham, Somerset, Accountant. Pet May 5. Westor- 
super-Mare, June 10 at 12, Reed, Bridgwate: 

Rowell, Een, Stokesly, York, Haberdasher. "Det May 27. Stokesley, 
June 16 at 11. Palmer, Stokesley, 

Shaw, Ambrose, Birm, House Painter. Pet May 27. Birm, June 15 at 
10, Assinder, Birm. 

Summerfield, Geo, Broughton, Northampton, Publican. Pet May 26. 
Kettering, June 12 at 1), Rawlins, Market png 

Tarbit, Jas, Thornley Colliery, Durham, 1 wr gay Pet May 27. Durham, 
June 13 at 12, Thom & Lisle, Derham. 

Taylor, Thos, Brewood, Machinist. Pet. Wolverhampton, June 16 at 12, 
Turner, Wolverhampton. 

Walker, Wm, Easthorpe, Leicester, Builder, Pet May 28. Grantham, 
June 16 at 11.30. Buttory, Bingham, Nottingham. 

Walters, Geo, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet May 30, Stafford, June 15 at 10, 
Robinson, Stafford, 

West, Wm, Salford, Blackburn, Butcher. Adj May 13, Manch, June 26 
at 12, Gardner, Manch. 

Williamson, Josiah Austin, Heigham, enn Builder, Poet May ¥8. 
Norwich, June 15 a¢ il, Sadd, Norwie! 

Worby, Wm, Chesterton, Cambridge, Sautth. Pot May 27, Cambridge, 
June 10 at 1,80, Hunt, Cambridge, 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faray, May 29, 1863. 
Hanson, Benj, Huddersfield, Cotton Waste Dealer, May 26, 
Higginbottom, Jas, New Milla, Derby, Paper Maker. May 27, 
Tuseoay, June 2, 1863, 
Jones, Jno, St Georges-aq, Pimlico, Wine Morchant, June 2, 
Richardson, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. May 27. 





BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


Bugey, Patrick & Michael, Castlecomer, ra, To sure June 19 and 26, 
Cardwell, Wm Francis, Armagh, Flour Merchant. To surr June 19 and 26, 
Kearns, J Jno, & Patrick Kearns, Provision Merchants, To eure Jane 12 


Nortin, dno, Mullinahone, Shoemaker. To sarr June 9 ied 6, 
fareest, ™ , Grover, To surr Jane 9 

Thorn’ in, Howse Decorater, ‘To surr June ? > vad a 
White. Al Alberts "Watarhiod, Shipbuilder, To surr June 9 and 22, 





NIVERSAL MERCANTILE ASSOCIATION, 
ITED. 
Fer thee purpose of protesting Dashees: Munteants, Saws, See Gee 
Established under 
3 Ro Comeented bat OS te ee ea 
Capital £50,000, in 50,000 Shares of £1 each. 5s. paid, 
Drsecrors. 
Deane John Hi -» Director 
ee n a of the Bank of Hindustan, China, and 


a} ( 5 
George Ward Challis, Esq. (of Geo. taal Os, 69, Lombard-street. 
Joseph Radford, Esq. (of Joseph Radford & Co.), 36, New Weston-street, 


Berm: 
Ww. 8. Marshall, Esq., Fife House, Whitehall. 
W. H. P. Gore, Esq., Palace Gardens- terrace, Kensington. 


Messrs. bia | oe me, 9, Laetany. 


James Hutton, Eon 38 25, Moorgate-stzest. 3 
BANKERS. 
The London and Westminster Bank, Lothbury. 
Bedijacain Williams, Ee 
Offices—73, Cheapside, London. 

This Association has been formed for the Yong ree Fee | 
Merchants, and Traders from Fraud. It a Se 
je ea teat trustworthy persons from mistaken impu- 
ta Ss. 

The Association will extend its with as little delay as pos- 
sible, to all the principal towns in Scotland, and Ireland, and 
also to cities. 

re a nS shares, and all information, may 


by application to the Secretary, at ‘the Offices of the Associa 
ton, 2 73, Cheapalde, EAC . 


bi ead ZEALAND TRUST AND LOAN COM- 
PANY, LIMITED. 





Robert Brovks, Req, Fy G. Grenfell Glyn, ALP. 
/ J. J. Cummins, Esq. > : 


” FG. Dalgety, Esq. 
Sir J. Henry Pelly, Bart. i: Some eae net 
Capt. H. Carr Glyn, RN. Hy tem og 


Messrs. Glyn, Mills, & Co. 
Baoxsrs. 


Sey, ae Se 
Mesere. Branton & 
The Directors are p pap stg 3s of £100 and upwards, 
for periods of tree 9 seven years «Bay am Rng hg 
um, payable half-yearly, at 
y= ag or Ist April and Ist October, 2 Sed 
secured by the uncal!ed balance of Capital of the Company, 
of equivalent or greater amount. 
real and other property in New 
rates an eS ae oS Oe of the Company, or of 
at or 
PR grown Ben By nee Sire . 
31, New Broad-street, London, E.C. 


SOMERSETSHIRE.—The Rectorial Tithe Rent Charge of £200 
num on the Parish of Wembdon, offering an investinent of 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM and TEWSON will 
by AUCTION, ot Re AR, in the city of London, on 
ante in one let, the valushie IMPROPRE. 


Sir Charles Clifford. | 








Agents and Auctioneers, 80, 


£30 a 
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LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bron: ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and 
F dozen. ym! Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 

three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 

with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Tabie Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 


As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment f been 
ee for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carrix ze free 
per 

RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


LBION SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL- 
LER, &c., 114, High Holborn, W.C. (seven doors east of King-st.) 
London. Every watch skilfully examined, timed, and its performance 


guaranteed. 
30gs. to 3g. 
12gs. ,, 30s, 
aw article exchanged if ‘not approved, ‘and a written wersunty given 
w 
A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand. 
Established in 1848. 
Checks crossed Union Bank. 
Post Office Orders payable at the Office, High Holborn. 


BERKSHIRE. 
aluable Freehold Esta‘ 
O BE SOLD BY PUBLIC “AUCTION. , at the 
AUCTION MART, London, on THURSDAY, the 25th day of JUNE, 
1863, at TWELVE o'clock at noon, unless previously disposed of by pri- 
vate * contract, and subject to conditions to be then produced. Messrs. 
BUCKLAND & SON, Auctioneers. 

Lot 1. All that manor or reputed manor of Foxley’s, and all that valu- 
able freehold farm called Foxley’s Farm, containing 289a. Ir. 26p., or there- 
abouts, of arable, meadow, and coppice ground ; together with the ancient 
manor house called Foxley’s, and the extensive barns, stabling, granary, 
and other outbuildings and conveniences, and also three labourers’ cot- 


tages. 

Lot 2. All that valuable freehold estate containing 47a. 2r. 25p., be the 
same more or less, part of Long-lane Farm, and situate on the east 
side of the road leading from Maideshead to Waltham. 

Lot 3. A freehold estate comprising a farm house, with farm yard, barn, 
stabling, and other outbuildings, and 56a. 2r. 16p. of land, or there- 
rags situate on the east of lot 2, and forming the residue of Long-lane 

Lot 4. All that valuable freehold estate containing 38a. 1" pet there- 
abouts, of land, part of “ Mount Skippetts,” or “ Wade’s F 

Lot 5. All that very vaiuable and desirable freehold estate ¢ being the re- 
sidue of the farm calied ‘‘ Mount Skippetts,” or “ Wade’s Farm,” compris- 
ing a good agar with excellent barn, stabling, and other outbuild- 
ings, and 196a. 3r. 12p., or thereabouts, of arable and meadow land; and 
also al! that freehol property called ‘* Blackbird’s Cottage,” with the 
garden and orchard, situate in Biackbird-lane, and containing together 
la. 2r. 24p., or thereabouts. 

The whole of the premises (except the coppice and wood lands, contain- 
ing about 29a. Or. 38p., which are in hand), are in the occupation of 
Messrs. Headington as tenants thereof, under a lease for twenty-one 
years from the 29th of September, 1861. 

The above desirable and valuable estates, which are entirely freehold, 
are situate in the parish of Bray, in a delightful part of the county of 
Berks, surrounded by scenery of the most picturesque and beautiful cha- 
racter, within a short distance of the Maidenhead Station upon the Great 
poere Railway, and about four miles from Maidenhead, and six miles 








The land is in an excellent state of cultivation, and a considerable por- 
tion of it has been recently thoroughly effectually drained. The Jand tax 
has been redeemed, and the tithes are commuted. 

The property will, in the first instance, be offered in one lot, and if not 
sold will then be offered in the above or such other lots as may be deter- 

upon by the vendor's agent at the vies of sale. Messrs. Heading- 
ton will abo show the premises on 

Lit plans and printed particulars may be obtained, on and after 
the ist of June next, at the Bear and Red Lion Hotels, Maidenhead ; of 
the Auctioneers, at their Land Agency yy and Auction Offices, Windsor ; ; 
of eg HOLLINGS, SHARP, ULLITHORNE, Solicitors, 1. Field- 

Gray’s-inn, London; at the place of Sale; or at the Offices of 
DDS & TROTTER, Solicitors, Stockton-upon-Tees. 
Stockton-upon-Tees, May, 1863. 


ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY, AUCTION: EERS 

and ESTATE AGENTS, No. 67, Chancery- Jane, ion, beg to 

call the attention of all interested in the Buying, Selling, Racer or Pur- 

pee Sr of Land and Houses, to their “ FREE PROPERTY REGISTER,” 
a the first day of every month, and containing the 

man: Landed Estates—Farms, Town and Coun neces, 

Fresh and and Leasehold Investments, and Properties generally for Dis- 


P OWNERS WISHING to SELL or LET will, in most instances, find an 
immediate custame — forwarding the particulars to Messrs. Lumuey. 
No charge is incurred unless a tenant or purchaser is introduced, and 

moderate commission. 
/ISHING to RENT or PURCHASE should consult the 
REGISTER,” which at all times offers an immense selection of proper- 
tes an may be obtained, gratis, at the principal Railway Book Stal!s, 


Auction and Estate Orrices, 67, Chancery-lane, London, 








Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or othe 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 


R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the present year will take place at the Auction Mart 
on the following days, viz. :— 
: Friday, October 9 


Friday, June 12 
Friday, July 10 Friday, November 13 

Friday, August 14 Friday, December 11 

Friday, September 11 

Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded, 

at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 





Periodical Sale (established 1843), appointed to take place the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur- 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, 
ae Companies, and other Public undertakings for the present 


AR. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 
ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the first 
Thursday in each month throughout the present year, as under :— 
June 4 August 6 November 5 
July 2 September 3 December 3 
October 1 


In addition to the above dates, Mr. Marsh also to announce that 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold, 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— 

Thursday, June Il 

Thursday, June 18 

Thursday, June 25 

Thursday, July 9 

Thursday, July 16 

Thursday, July 23 
Taareing, July 30 Thursday, 

2, Charlotte-row, Mansion House, London, E.C. 





Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares. Bonds, &c., for Thursday, June ll, 
R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next Monthly. Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
appointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, pohly aan at 
TWELVE o'clock, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to a MOIETY of the 
SUM of £2,000 Three per Cent. Consols, standing in the names of four 
respectable trustees, and receivable on the decease of a lady, now in her 


Pasticulars may be obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. PEARCE, PHIL- 
LIPS, WINCKWORTH, & PEARCE, Solicitors, 66, Gresham-house, Old 
Broad-street ; and at Mr. MARSH’S offices, 2, Charlotte- -row, Mansion- 
house. 





Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, June 11. 

R. MARSH has received instructions to include in 

his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., ap- 

pointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 11, at 

TWELVE, TWO £100 SHARES in the COUNTY FIRE OFFICE, Regent- 

street, established 1806. The usual dividend of 4 per cent. was declared 

in February last, also a bonus of 10 per cent., and a return of 25 per cent. 
to the policy holders. 

Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of F, CHARSLEY, Esq., 

Solicitor, 13, Furnival’s-inn ; and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion-house. 


Periodical Sale ) sangre in 1843) of Reversions, noe Annuities, 
hares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, June 1 
R. MARSI has’ received waarhotions to include 
’ in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies &c., 
appointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 
at TWELVE, in 10 Lots, 151 £10 SHARES, fully paid up, in the LLYNN 
and HUNSTANTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Paiticulars may be obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. LAWRENCE, 
PLEWS, & BOYER, Solicitors, 14, Old Jewry: -chambers; and at Mr. 
MARSH’S offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion House. 


Periodical Sale Sense in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuitics, 
s, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, June |}, 
R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, ag &e., 
appointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE i, 
at TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION toa ONE- FOURTH PART 
of the SUM of £879 10s. 11d. Consols, _ £316 13s, 4d. sterling, receiv- 
able on the decease of 4 lady, now in year. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of F. RICE, Esq., Solicitor, 
30, King-street, Cheapside ; and at Mr. MARSH’S Omen, 2, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion-house. 


Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, June 11, 
M* MARSH has received instructions to include 
a his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 
P TWELVE, the REVERSION to the SUM of £3,333 6s. 
payable by the Accountant-General out of two sums of £13,333 6s. 
Consols and £13,333 6s. 8d. Reduced Three per Cents., receivable on the 
decease of a lady now in her 94th year. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart ; of Messrs. SEWELL, SEWELL 
& EDWARDS, Solicitors, Gresham-house, ‘Old Broad-street; and at Mr, 
MAKSH’S offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 

















